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Week Ending Friday, January 14, 1983 


U.S.-Soviet Relations and the Vice 
President’s Trip to Europe 





Radio Address to the Nation. 
January 8, 1983 





My fellow Americans: 

Today I'd like to share with you some 
thoughts on one of the most important as- 
pects of America’s role in the world—our 
relations with the Soviet Union. Keeping 
the peace for both countries—for that 
matter, for all mankind, depends on our 
wise and steady management of this rela- 
tionship. 

As you know, a new leader has come to 
power in Moscow. There’s been much spec- 
ulation about whether this change could 
mean a chance to reduce tensions and solve 
some of the problems between us. No one 
hopes more than I do that the future will 
bring improvement in our relations with 
the Soviets and an era of genuine stability. 
What could be more important than reduc- 
ing the danger of confrontation, increasing 
the prospects for enduring peace, lowering 
nuclear arsenals, relieving human suffering 
in Afghanistan, Kampuchea, and elsewhere? 

With your support, this administration has 
embarked on an effort to restore our na- 


tion’s strength, credibility, and clarity of 


purpose in the world. Our aim has been to 
ensure that America has the will and the 
means to deter conflict and to defend the 
interests of freedom. We've done this for 
one reason and one reason only—because a 
strong, respected America is the surest way 
to preserve the peace and prevent conflict. 

In this effort, we must learn from history. 
We all experienced the soaring hopes and 
then plunging disappointment of the 1970's, 
when the Soviet response to our unilateral 
restraint was to accelerate their military 


buildup, to foment violence in the develop- 
ing world, to invade neighboring Afghani- 
stan, and to support the repression of 
Poland. 

The lesson is inescapable. If there are to 
be better mutual relations, they must result 
from moderation in Soviet conduct, not just 
our own good intentions. In recent days, 
some encouraging words have come out of 
Moscow. Clearly the Soviets want to appear 
more responsive and reasonable. But mod- 
erate words are convincing only when 
they’re matched by moderate behavior. 

Now we must see whether they’re genu- 
inely interested in reducing existing ten- 
sions. We and our democratic partners ea- 
gerly await any serious actions and propos- 
als the Soviets may offer and stand ready to 
discuss with them serious proposals which 
can genuinely advance the cause of peace. 

We do not insist that the Soviet Union 
abandon its standing as a superpower or its 
legitimate national interests. In fact, we 
hope that the new leadership in Moscow 
will come to realize that Soviet interests 
would be improved by ending the 
bloodshed in Afghanistan, by showing re- 
straint in the Middle East, by permitting 
reform and thus promoting stability in 
Poland, by ending their unequaled military 
buildup, as we have proposed, by reducing 
the most dangerous nuclear arms to much 
lower and equal levels. 

We stand ready to work towards solutions 
to all outstanding problems. Now, this 
doesn’t mean that we should neglect our 
own defenses. That would undercut our 
ability to maintain peace and jeopardize 
whatever chance we may have for changing 
Soviet conduct. But it does mean that we’re 
always ready to sit down with the Soviets to 
discuss practical steps that could resolve 
problems and lead to a more durable and 
genuine improvement in East-West rela- 
tions. 





Jan. 8 / Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 


Next month, Soviet and American negoti- 
ators will resume talks in Geneva on strate- 
gic and intermediate-range nuclear forces. 
We've proposed drastic cuts in those threat- 
ening intermediate-range forces. The Sovi- 
ets have responded in both negotiations 
with proposals of their own. So, a serious 
foundation for progress has been laid. 
America will negotiate energetically and in 
good faith to achieve early agreements pro- 
viding for reduced and equal levels of 
forces. The Soviet leadership must under- 
stand that the way to reduce the nuclear 
threat is by negotiating in the same sincere 
spirit and not by trying to sow division be- 
tween the American people and our NATO 
partners. That kind of negative tactic is cer- 
tain to fail and can only delay real progress. 

A cornerstone of our approach to rela- 
tions with the Soviet Union is close consul- 
tation with our allies on common political 
and security issues. In this spirit, I've asked 
Vice President Bush to travel to Europe. 
Beginning at the end of this month, he will 
visit the Federal Republic of Germany, the 
Netherlands, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy, 
France, and Great Britain, and at the Vati- 
can he will meet with Pope John Paul II. In 
Switzerland the Vice President will meet 
with the negotiating teams for the Strategic 
Arms Reduction Talks, which we call 
START, and the Intermediate-range Nuclear 
Forces arms control talks we call INF and 
will attend a meeting of the Committee on 
Disarmament in Geneva. 

The Vice President’s visit to these close 
friends and allies and his discussions at the 
Vatican and in Geneva underscore our fun- 
damental commitment to peace and secu- 
rity in Europe and to genuine arms reduc- 
tions. 

So, the new year begins with reason for 
all of us to hope that if we continue to act 
firmly and wisely, 1983 can be a time of 
peaceful progress for America, for our allies, 
for the people of the U.S.S.R., and for the 
entire world. 

Till next week, thanks for listening, and 


God bless you. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:06 p.m. 
from Camp David, Md. 
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National Jaycee Week, 1983 





Proclamation 5011. January 7, 1983 





By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


For more than sixty years, the Jaycees 
have brought together outstanding young 
members of communities throughout the 
Nation to help meet the vital needs of our 
ever-changing and increasingly complex so- 
ciety. Motivated by their creed “Service to 
humanity is the best work of life,” hundreds 
of thousands of Jaycees have voluntarily 
contributed their energy to a wide variety 
of humanitarian projects and have thereby 
enriched their country, their communities 
and their own lives. 

As a training ground for new leaders, the 
Jaycees have made their most valuable and 
lasting contribution to our society. This or- 
ganization has for generations launched 
young Americans on careers of leadership 
in every field of endeavor. 

In recognition of the accomplishments of 
this organization, the Congress of the 
United States, by Senate Joint Resolution 
240, has authorized and requested the 
President to issue a proclamation designat- 
ing the week beginning on January 16, 
1983, as “National Jaycee Week.” 

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby designate the week beginning Janu- 
ary 16, 1983, as National Jaycee Week, and 
I call upon the people of the United States 
to observe that period with appropriate 
programs, ceremonies and activities. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this 7th day of January, in the year 
of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty- 
three, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundred 
and seventh. 


Ronald Reagan 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 11:52 a.m., January 10, 1983) 


Note: The text of the proclamation was re- 
leased by the Office of the Press Secretary 
on January 10. 
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United States Ambassador to Belize 





Nomination of Malcolm R. Barnebey. 
January 10, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Malcolm R. Barnebey, of 
Texas, a career member of the Senior For- 
eign Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, as 
Ambassador to Belize. He would be the first 
accredited American Ambassador to Belize. 


Mr. Barnebey served in the United States 
Army in 1946. He was a teaching assistant 
at North Texas State University in 1949- 
1950, and an instructor at Weatherford Col- 
lege in 1950-1952. 


He entered the Foreign Service in 1952 
as political officer in Vienna, and was eco- 
nomic officer in La Paz in 1955-1957. In 
1957-1958, he attended advanced econom- 
ic studies at the University of California at 
Berkeley. He was foreign affairs officer in 
the Department in 1958-1961. He was 
deputy principal officer in Guayaquil (1961- 
1963), and program officer in Quito on 
detail at the Agency for International De- 
velopment (1963-1964). In 1964-1967, he 
was Deputy Director, then Director of the 
Office of Ecuadorean-Peruvian Affairs in 
the Department. He was Deputy Chief of 
Mission in Managua (1967-1970) and in La 
Paz (1970-1972). He attended the Execu- 
tive Seminar in National and International 
Affairs at the Foreign Service Institute in 
1972-1973. In 1973-1976, he was Deputy 
Chief of Mission in Lima. In the Depart- 
ment, he was Deputy Director of the Na- 
tional Security Council Interdepartmental 
Groups and Director of Policy and Plans 
(1976-1977), and Director of Andean Affairs 
(1977-1980). Since 1980 he has been princi- 
pal officer, then chargé in Belize City. 


He graduated from North Texas State 
University (B.A., 1949; M.A., 1951). His for- 
eign languages are Spanish and German. He 
was born November 8, 1927, in Omaha, 
Nebr. 


Public Employees’ Appreciation Day, 
1983 


Proclamation 5012. January 10, 1983 








By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


January 1983 marks the one hundredth 
anniversary of the signing of the Pendleton 
Act which created the Federal civil service 
system. The Act established the principle of 
hiring according to merit in the Federal 
service, and although the system has been 
modified and refined through the years, it 
continues to play an essential role in ensur- 
ing the stability of the world’s largest and 
most successful democracy. Our ability to 
function effectively in times of trial and up- 
heaval and to prosper when various nation- 
al crises have passed depends in no small 
degree upon the contributions of those who 
make up our civil service system. 

The American civil service system suc- 
ceeds because of several factors. It is built 
upon the concept that selection of career 
government employees must be based upon 
merit principles, the goal being to hire the 
most capable and qualified people to do the 
public’s work. It also provides for a vital 
partnership between political leaders, who 
bring with them policies and programs en- 
dorsed by the electorate, and career civil 
servants, who provide the expertise and 
continuity which are essential to the effec- 
tive operation of a government as large and 
varied as ours. 

To commemorate the Centennial and to 
show our appreciation to Federal employ- 
ees past and present, public agencies and 
private groups throughout America will 
sponsor events highlighting the history and 
accomplishments of the civil service system 
during January 1983 and in succeeding 
months. 

In recognition of the tremendous contri- 
butions of public employees to our Nation’s 
government, the Congress, by House Joint 
Resolution 619, has designated January 17, 
1983, as “Public Employees’ Appreciation 
Day” and has requested the President to 
issue a Proclamation in observance of that 
day. 
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Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, resi- 
dent of the United States of America, in 
recognition of the Centennial of the Feder- 
al civil service system, do hereby proclaim 
January 17, 1983, as Public Employees’ Ap- 
preciation Day. 

I urge all Americans to join with mem- 
bers of the Federal civil service system, and 
the many professional associations and em- 
ployee unions which represent them, in 
commemorating the centennial anniversary 
of the institution to which they belong and 
in appreciation of the countless contribu- 
tions they have made on behalf of all 
Americans over the past one hundred years. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this 10th day of January, in the 
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and 
eighty-three, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the two hun- 
dred and seventh. 


Ronald Reagan 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 10:58 a.m., January 11, 1983) 


Centennial of the Federal Civil Service 
System 





Memorandum From the President. 
January 10, 1983 





Memorandum for the Heads of Executive 
Departments and Agencies 


Subject: Centennial of the Federal Civil 
Service System 

As one Federal employee to another, I 
am requesting that you and your agency 
join me in commemorating the Centennial 
Anniversary of the establishment of the 
Federal civil service system in January 
1983. Created upon the signing of the Pen- 
dleton Act on January 16, 1883, the civil 
service has been a critically important insti- 
tution for the preservation of our form of 
government. In recognition of this historic 
event, I have proclaimed January 17, 1983, 
as “Public Employees’ Appreciation Day,” 
urging all Americans to join with the mem- 
bers of the civil service system in celebrat- 
ing this day. 
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The American civil service system suc- 
ceeds because of several factors. It is built 
upon the concept that selection of career 
civil servants must be based on merit prin- 
ciples, the goal being to hire the most capa- 
ble and qualified people to do the public’s 
work. It also provides for a vital partnership 
between political leaders, who bring with 
them policies and programs endorsed by 
the electorate, and career civil servants, 
who provide the expertise and continuity 
which are essential to the effective oper- 
ation of a government as large, and as 
varied as ours. 

We have planned a series of events 
during the month of January 1983 to com- 
memorate the Centennial and to draw at- 
tention to the accomplishments of the mil- 
lions of Federal workers who have served 
their fellow citizens down through the 
years. Many private groups and associations 
of Federal employees are also planning 
events that will be coordinated by the 
Office of Personnel Management. Your 
active participation and support will help 
express our appreciation for the achieve- 
ments of astronauts and nurses, scientists 
and park rangers, and diplomats and librar- 
ians as well as those in scores of other occu- 
pations who have contributed to the essen- 
tial role the civil service continues to play 
in ensuring the stability of the world’s larg- 
est and most successful democracy. 


Ronald Reagan 


American Farm Bureau Federation 


Remarks at the Federation’s 64th Annual 
Meeting in Dallas, Tex. January 11, 1983 





Representatives Stenholm and Bartlett, Sec- 
retary Block—and, Bob Delano, I thank you 
very much for this opportunity—and you 
ladies and gentlemen: 

I thank you for that down-on-the-farm 
welcome that I’ve just received. I'm like—I 
once heard a fellow say, “As happy as a hog 
in a tater patch.” [Laughter] And let me tell 
you why. 

I happened to read Bob Delano’s Christ- 
mas message in a recent Farm Bureau 
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News. And in case you missed it, I'd like to 
read part of it for you. Bob gave thanks for 
“all that is good and well on every farm and 
ranch—for family and health, for under- 
standing neighbors . . . for puppies, kittens, 
calves, for good rains, fertile soil and good 
crops . . . for freedom to manage and to 
speak for oneself, and for the great voice of 
American agriculture that is Farm Bureau.” 
Well, I say amen to all of these things, be- 
cause they embody the spirit of the Farm 
Bureau, and I’m delighted to share in that 
spirit today. 

Now, if there’s one thing you must pos- 
sess to be a farmer, it’s patience. I know 
how difficult the past several years have 
been for farmers—so difficult, in fact, that 
they should change the lyrics of that old 
song to read, “How you gonna keep them 
down on the farm after they’ve seen the 
grain prices.” [Laughter] 

But I want to thank you for your patience 
and your support. On several occasions— 
especially on the legislative front—I’ve felt 
like that neighbor who’s needed some assist- 
ance, and the Farm Bureau has been there 
with a helping hand. And because of that 
friendship, my door and Jack Block’s door 
will always be open. 

You know, there’s a story about a young 
fellow from the city who hired out to work 
on a farm during the harvest season. And 
the first morning everyone was up well 
before dawn. The new hired hand and the 
farmer made their way in the dark out to 
the oatfield and neither one of them saying 
a word. And finally the city fellow asked 
what kind of oats were they going to cut— 
wild oats or tame oats. [Laughter] The 
farmer, a little surprised, said, “Well, tame 
oats, of course. Why do you ask?” “Well,” 
he said, “I was just wondering why we’re 
sneaking up on ’em in the dark.” [Laughter] 
Well, that’s about as much as some people 
know about today’s farm problems. 

What I'd like today is to discuss what our 
administration—or how our administration 
sees the problems and what we plan to do 
about them. And now I’m going to use the 
word “farmer” throughout these remarks. I 
want the women here to know I mean 
them as well—not only the women who are 
farm operators but those who are farm- 
wives. Like marriage, farming is a partner- 
ship, and I know most of you ladies, even 


with children and household chores, also 
help with the livestock or the bookkeeping, 
and I just wanted to get that little reminder 
in while your husbands were sitting there to 
hear it. 

All of you well know the reasons for the 
current farm situation. During the 1970's 
the world demand for United States farm 
products exploded. There was a world food 
shortage at the same time that economies 
were expanding, and the value of the dollar 
was declining, making it easier to buy U:S. 
goods. Having crops in the ground was the 
next best thing to finding oil on your land, 
U.S. agricultural exports rose 500 percent in 
10 years, and net farm income more than 
doubled. And farmers did what other 
American businessmen would do—they 
tooled up to produce. They bought more 
equipment, applied more fertilizer, cropped 
more land, and embraced more science and 
technology. The acres devoted to corn, 
cotton, soybeans, and wheat jumped nearly 
40 percent during the seventies. Things 
looked mighty good. While not exactly a 
gold rush, there certainly was a grain rush. 

Agriculture came roaring into the 1980's 
pulsating with productive capacity and 
hopes for the future. But 2,000 years ago, 
the Roman poet Virgil said, “God didn’t 
will that the way of cultivation should be 
easy.” Well, old Virgil didn’t know how 
right he was. Three years ago this month, 
the previous administration embargoed 
grain shipments to the Soviet Union. Our 
75-percent share of the Soviet market 
plummeted to 30 percent. Other countries 
filled in the gap and then locked in new, 
long-term trade agreements with the Sovi- 
ets. We not only lost sales, we lost our repu- 
tation as a reliable supplier. It takes years, 
not months, to regain that reputation. 

As you know, we lifted the embargo, and 
we've been working hard to repair the 
damage to our farm exports. We want the 
world to know that it can count on America 
and her farmers for two things: generous 
food aid for those who are hungry and the 
reliability of our farm supplies. 

To rebuild our reputation as a reliable 
supplier, last March 22d I pledged an end 
to export interruptions except in extreme 
foreign policy circumstances. I’ve kept that 
pledge. As the Governor of another great 
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agricultural State, Charles Thone of Nebras- 
ka, said to me last summer, there must be 
no question about our respect for contracts. 
We must restore confidence in the United 
States reliability as a supplier. An agree- 
ment would also protect Americans from 
possible Soviet disruption of our domestic 
market. 

Well, we have now taken another impor- 
tant step toward restoring that confidence, 
and I wanted you to be the first to know 
about it. Today I have signed into law 
House resolution 5447, the Commodity Fu- 
tures Trading Commission reauthorization 
legislation. And, as you know, it gives con- 
tract sanctity legislation the force of law. 
Our foreign customers now have the deliv- 
ery assurance that you’ve asked for. And we 
stand ready as a nation to sell them the 
grain we have and they need. As we have 
in the past, we'll continue to differentiate 
between readily available agricultural prod- 
ucts and industrial goods and technology. 

Other challenges remain to be met. As if 
the grain embargo hadn’t been enough, the 
world’s economic expansion sank into reces- 
sion, further weakening the demand for our 
farm products. And to add to that, a strong- 
er dollar increased the prices of our farm 
products overseas. And the unfair trade 
practices of some foreign competitors con- 
tinued hitting the farmer below the belt. 

To top it all off, we’ve had record grow- 
ing seasons lately. Even the great industries 
of America pale in comparison to the effi- 
ciency and productivity of the American 
farmer. What the microchip has done for 
technology, the American farmer has done 
for agriculture. 

About 15 months ago, we had 185 million 
bushels of corn in farmer-held reserves. 
Now we have 11 times that much, 2 billion 
bushels, an incredible increase in just such a 
short time, 2 years. We've also had record 
wheat and soybean crops. And everyone 
knows about the billions of pounds of 
butter, cheese, and non-fat dry milk we’re 
holding. Secretary Block has been so wor- 
ried about those dairy surpluses, he’s aging 
faster than the cheese. [Laughter] Yet, 
while the reserves and the warehouses are 
bursting at the seams, and despite the fact 
that we've provided record amounts of 
price supports, the farmer’s wallet holds 
little more than the stitching. 
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The result of all these disturbing trends is 
evident in your communities: low farm 
prices, low farm incomes. I’ve seen the 
news stories on the farm auctions. Some of 
you’ve probably been to them. As a rancher 
myself, I know that when a family has to 
give up its farm, it’s giving up a part of 
itself as well. 

We’ve instructed the Farmers Home Ad- 
ministration to work with its farmers on a 
case-by-case basis to help them get back on 
their feet. Let me also allay any concerns 
that you may have regarding the Farm 
Credit System. I support it and expect it to 
continue providing substantial assistance to 
the farm community as it has in the past. 

Now let me expand on some of the things 
we're trying to do. 

Since our farmers’ primary market is do- 
mestic, the Nation’s economic strength is 
essential to a strong agricultural economy. 
You may recall what inflation, interest rates, 
and taxes were like in 1979, when I spoke 
at this same convention in Miami. Since 
then we’ve cut the estate taxes that were so 
burdensome to farm families. We’ve also 
managed to cut the 1979 inflation rate from 
13.3 percent to 4.6 percent for 1982. In the 
2 years 1979 and 1980, farm production ex- 
penses rose 30 percent. Last year the rate 
was only 2 percent, and in 1983 it’s estimat- 
ed those costs will hardly go up at all. 

We've reduced the prime interest rate, 
which was at a peak of 21% percent in 
1980; we’ve cut it nearly in half. And I 
learned on the plane coming down this 
morning that where one bank had led the 
way, the others have now joined in, and the 
general prime rate is 11 percent. Now, 
that’s still too high, but it’s going in the 
right direction. And I’m pleased to an- 
nounce that even before we knew that that 
was going down to 11 percent, the decrease 
in the Farmers Home Administration inter- 
est rates was to 10% percent for operating 
loans and 10% percent for real estate loans 
beginning this January 17th. 

But let’s face it—and let’s not fool any- 
body—until farm prices go up, you'll be 
hurting. 

Not long ago we proposed a temporary 
program to help farm families through this 
difficult period of adjustment. The policy 
people called our proposal payment-in-kind. 





Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 / Jan. 11 


That’s not very descriptive. It’s really a crop 
swap. And this is how our crop swap plan 
would work. 

A farmer who takes additional acres out 
of production would be able to swap what 
he didn’t grow for a certain amount of the 
commodity already in surplus. And he can 
then do with it as he wishes. The crop swap 
program would reduce production through 
a further cutback in planting, decrease sur- 
plus stocks, and avoid increased budget out- 
lays that would otherwise be necessary 
under price support programs. 

Now, this plan is aimed at bringing 
supply more in line with demand and 
strengthening farm income in future years. 
It makes our problem the solution. And 
farmers taking part will have the same or 
greater net returns, since they will avoid 
production costs and their risks will be 
lower. And the plan will also alleviate stor- 
age problems and enable sound conserva- 
tion practices to be applied to more acres. I 
think we’re all aware of the need to do 
something about soil erosion. 

We've got surplus commodities sitting 
useless in bins and overflowing in ware- 
houses. Let’s put those surpluses to work to 
help the American farmer. Those surpluses 
hanging over the market can’t help but 
have an effect on prices. 

Now, I know the Farm Bureau already 
supports our crop swap plan. In the lame- 
duck Congress, the House passed the plan. 
The Senate also favored it, but it didn’t 
come to a vote even though only about 1 
percent of the Senate opposed it. Well, 
farm families need the benefits this pro- 
gram can offer. 

Because these are unusual and critical 
times on American farms, we don’t have to 
stand around chewing our cud. So, without 
waiting, I am today announcing that within 
our current authority we will launch our 
crop swap program starting a week from 
next Monday. Secretary Block has brought 
with him the details. So, to the American 
family, let me say, help is on the way. 

I also want to say something about the 
dairy program. It comes as no surprise that 
the taxpayers are looking very, very hard at 
the amount of money that’s going into the 
dairy industry. Some people see the dairy 
. program as an automatic milking machine 


for their tax dollars—$2 billion a year—and 
the bucket seems to take more and more. 

The taxpayers aren’t happy about that. 
You’re not happy about the new 50-cent- 
per-hundredweight assessment. And I’m not 
happy about any of it. As you know, the 
assessment was not the administration’s 
idea. Congress, present company excepted, 
plopped it in our lap and wrote the savings 
into the budget as they rejected the more 
flexible alternative proposed by the admin- 
istration. 

If the assessment doesn’t cut production, 
we must work together to develop a better 
plan for the dairy industry, a plan that is 
fair to the farmer and as free as possible 
from government’s heavy hand. President 
Eisenhower certainly knew why Washing- 
ton should stay out of the farmer’s way. Ike 
said that farming looks mighty easy when 
your plow is a pencil and you’re a thousand 
miles from a cornfield. You have to fight 
the weather. You have to fight insects. You 
fight all kinds of natural disasters. You 
shouldn’t have to fight your own govern- 
ment, too. 

As every horseman knows, when a horse 
is really mad, his ears lay straight back on 
his head. Well, that’s about how mad the 
American farmer is over the unfair trade 
practices of some of our foreign competi- 
tors. I want to say now—and other coun- 
tries should take notice—we expect fair 
access to international agricultural markets. 
We will not give in to protectionist meas- 
ures, but at the same time, we aren’t going 
to let ourselves be plowed under. 

Today in Washington, we’re talking with 
the European Community about our agri- 
cultural concerns. Next week, when Prime 
Minister Nakasone of Japan comes to visit, 
our discussions will include agricultural ex- 
ports, particularly, there, beef and citrus. 

And let me add that Bob Delano was one 
of our representatives at the recent GATT 
ministerial meeting. He also led your State 
Farm Bureau presidents on two internation- 
al trade delegations. I have a feeling Bob 
gave the protectionists quite an earful on 
those trips. 

To help counter the massive European 
subsidies and eventually bring an end to 
such practices, one of the things that we’re 
doing is offering overseas purchasers a 
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blended credit program, which combines 
interest-free direct credits with govern- 
ment-guaranteed private credits, to pro- 
duce a lower interest rate for foreign cus- 
tomers. By using a hundred million dollars 
provided by the Congress, we opened the 
door for additional farm exports of $500 
million in 1982. 


Well, this program worked so well that 
I’m telling you today we'll make available 
an additional $250 million of direct credit 
over the coming year, giving us the poten- 
tial for another $1 billion in agricultural 
export sales. 


Our competitors should know that we’re 
pursuing all avenues for redressing unfair 
trade practices. They are through raiding 
the henhouse. America only seeks fair and 
open trade. But we’ve declared we will be 
competitive, and we will be. 


Before I go, I want to thank you again for 
inviting me today. Daniel Webster said, 
“Let us never forget that the cultivation of 


the earth is the most important labor of 
man.” I know how much a heartfelt thank 
you can sometimes mean. So, on behalf of 
the Nation, let me express our gratitude to 
you, America’s providers, for putting abun- 
dant food on our tables. 


I believe if America can match the faith 
and strength and patience of her farm fami- 
lies, there are no limits to what our people 
can achieve. Yes, we have a long way to go 
before we set this country to rights. But 
God has blessed Americans with a fine, 
brave spirit and a rich land. With His help 
and with yours, we can fulfill what we’re 
meant to be. 

Thank you, and God bless you. 


Note: The President spoke at 11:20 a.m. in 
the Dallas Convention Center. He was in- 
troduced by Robert Delano, president of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation. 

Following his remarks, the President met 
at the convention center with members of 
the Texas Reagan-Bush Committee. 
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Defense Spending 





Informal Question-and-Answer Session 
With Reporters. January 11, 1983 





Q. Mr. President, are you going to talk 
first or can we &sk you a question? 

The President. Gee, you’ve got me cu- 
rious now. What would your question be? 

Q. Well, Secretary Weinberger said when 
he talked about these defense cuts at the 
Pentagon that he couldn’t do it without sac- 
rificing some of the state of readiness. 
Aren’t you concerned? 

The President. This would be—I hap- 
pened to have anticipated—you know, be- 
lieve it or not, I had a leak about this, that 
it was going to happen. Since we're not 
having leaks anymore, I thought I would 
come out here and give you some informa- 
tion. You could even quote me directly. 

Q. What is Secretary Weinberger saying 
then? 

The President. Secretary Weinberger has 
been working—and not just now and not in 
connection with our budget activities—but 
has been working assiduously to get more 
economies, more efficiencies into the de- 
fense program, and he hasn’t gotten very 
much credit for it. As a matter of fact, he 
has—from our original projection of a 5- 
year plan in February of ’8l—he has cut 
tens of billions of dollars voluntarily before 
submitting defense budgets. 

And I’m delighted with this, that he has 
come in with this. It’s $11 billion plus, 
about $11.3 billion, and it is not setting 
back in any substantive way at all our de- 
fense program, because that still remains 
the top priority—the security of our people. 
But he was able to do this in the manner 
that he, himself, has explained, having to do 
with the lower rate of inflation, lower fuel 
costs, and things of that kind. 

Now obviously, there might have been 
some things that will be slowed a little bit, 
but they are not absolutely essential to the 
major buildup. So, we’re not reversing our 
course in that. 

Now, the second thing, though, that I'm 
very happy about is it does, I think, fit in 
with what we're going to go to the Con- 
gress with, and that is an across-the-board, 
fair program that meets some of our eco- 
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nomic problems. And this just enhances 
that because of the abuse that he’s been 
taking on that. 

It is not a ploy. It is not designed as some- 
thing to try and persuade Congress at all. I 
hope they will accept it in the way in which 
it was done and then work with us across- 
the-board, as I say, on the entire budget 
program. 

Q. Is this now down to the bare bone on 
defense, sir? 

The President. What? 

Q. Is this now down to the bare bone? 
Would you say this $11 billion is really 
down to the bottom line? 

The President. Well, it does not interfere 
with the production of any weapon system 
at all. 

Q. What I mean is, do you think there’s 
any more to be gotten if Congress says to 
you, “Mr. President, we want to take an- 
other $11 billion?” 

The President. Then Congress would be, I 
think, endangering the security of this 
country. 

Q. Now, what about his statement this 
morning, sir, that he can’t do this without 
sacrificing some readiness 

The President. Well, some readiness—{in- 
audible|—admitting to that, I think is a con- 
sidered judgment and not a risk. It simply is 
a slight slowdown in some of the things that 
had earlier been planned with regard to 
readiness. But I don’t think it sets us back 
any. 

Q. Sir, what conditions would you have to 
impose on your contingency plan on new 
taxes? 

The President. That’s a whole different 
subject. And as I told you the other night at 
the press conference, that I’m not going to 
talk about any of those things on which 
there are no decisions that have been made 
as yet. But I did feel that this announce- 
ment having been made, that I wanted to 
explain to you straight from the horse’s 
mouth what it meant and what it will mean 
in our budgeting process—{inaudible]}. 

Q. You talk about across-the-board, sir. Is 
there going to be some kind of a domestic 
spending freeze as well? 

The President. Again, I’m not talking 
about—no decisions, believe me, have been 
made on our budgeting process. We’re look- 
ing at all the alternatives, and when I’ve 


got all that I need in front of me, I will 
make the decisions which may come as a 
surprise to some of you, in view of what 
I’ve been reading in the press lately. 

Q. You made this one, sir. This is a deci- 
sion you are announcing. This is a decision 
about the $11 billion cut. 

The President. 'm announcing that I’m 
accepting that gladly. But Cap did this, and 
I'm pleased with it and, yes, it will be very 
helpful. 

Q. You’re kind of running out of time on 
these other decisions, aren’t you? 

The President. We're getting 
but 

Q. How close? 

The President. Since I don’t have to ask 
anyone, I’ll just make the decision, why, I 
can wait until the last minute. 

Q. How low can you get the deficit, sir? 

The President. 1 can’t answer that one 
now. You'll have to wait till we’re ready to 
make our announcement. 

Q. Mr. President—[inaudible|—about the 
reports of your tax—{inaudible|—willing- 
ness to increase taxes, a decision to increase 
taxes in 86? The other leak in the paper 
this morning about increasing taxes—— 

The President. That’s what I say about— 
that’s why we try to curb the leaks. It’s 
unfair to you people. You go out in good 
faith and misinform the people because 
many of these things are only, maybe, series 
of options that have been suggested and 
they’re not a fact, but—— 

Q. Could you straighten us out on that? 

The President. Not now. As I said, no de- 
cisions yet. I won’t start getting into pieces 
of the budget—— 

Q. Have you really had leaks up to your 
kiester, sir? [Laughter] 

The President. | didn’t expect that to be 
quoted. [Laughter] 

Q. How is your kiester, sir? [Laughter] 

The President. I'd like to go back to those 
days when the press, voluntarily, never 
quoted a President without his permission. 
You have permission to quote me. 

Reporters. Thank you. 


close, 


Note: The exchange began at 11:45 a.m. at 
the Dallas Convention Center in Dallas, 
Tex. 
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North Texas Food Bank 





Remarks to Members of the Food Bank’s 
Board of Governors. January 11, 1983 





The President. Mr. Mayor—I guess he 
didn’t come over here with us. 

Mayor Evans. Here I am, right here. 

The President. Ah, there you are. Mr. 
Mayor and Doug Nelson, who, as the mayor 
says, is quarterback here, and all of you who 
are doing this work, I just wanted to stop by 
here today and shake a few hands and de- 
liver some pats on the back, because this 
North Texas Food Bank is such a wonderful 
story. 

I think that just a few years ago this 
whole thing was just something in the mind 
of a number of you who are concerned and 
community-minded citizens, beginning with 
Kathy Cain. And today millions of pounds 
of food are being distributed to over a hun- 
dred agencies. With a little seed money 
from the Department of Health and 
Human Services and some good volunteers 
from ACTION, I can’t think of a more ef- 
fective private and public partnership than 
this food bank. 

In addition to the hard work that’s gone 
into building this enterprise, I think also 
that there’s been some hard work at the 
State level—the State legislature, Governor 
Clements, and all those who worked to pass 
the good-faith donor bill. And they deserve 
congratulations, also. I’m told that before 
that bill became law, there were no food 
banks of this magnitude in Texas at all. 
Now, there are 10 and with more springing 
up all the time. 

Food banks alone aren’t going to solve 
the hunger problem, I know; but they do 
make a more efficient use of existing re- 
sources as the second harvest network has 
shown. I hope that others will follow this 
example, and I’m happy to note that the 
National Grocers’ Association and the Gro- 
cery Manufacturers’ Association are telling 
their members to participate in this kind of 
enterprise and in local food banks. 

Well, I'm proud about what you've ac- 
complished here in north Texas. And I 
know you must be very proud also. I’ve 
been talking for a long time about private 
sector initiative. You might be interested to 
know that you're in a computer bank in 
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Washington, in the White House, because 
our private sector initiative committee has 
gathered from all over the country all kinds 
of wonderful programs that people like 
yourselves have thought of and are making 
work. And, thus, anyone can call in, and 
from the computer we can give them 
names of people to call to find out how it 
was done, what the program was, and 
whether it would suit them. 

Barbara Bush came down on the plane 
with me today, and she’s going to be here 
in the area. And then she’s going to Mid- 
land to talk. And I was talking to her about 
something which she, coming from that 
area, knew about already that’s in that com- 
puter bank. Midland, Texas—you’ve prob- 
ably heard of Christmas in April that they 
have, the repair and refurbishing of homes 
for the elderly and the disabled and so 
forth. Well, this is just a sample of what I 
meant by private initiative all the time. We 
just used to call it neighborliness in our 
country, until the government started stick- 
ing its nose in. Well, if you want to put the 
government’s nose out of shape, I won’t be 
mad. [Laughter] 

Thanks again. Now I’m going to see some 
of your operations here. 


Note: The President spoke at 12:23 p.m. in 
the food bank’s warehouse facility in 
Dallas, Tex. 

Following the President’s appearance at 
the food bank, he returned to Washington, 
D.C. 


Panama Canal Commission 





Appointment of Three Members of the 
Board. January 11, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint the following individuals to 
be members of the Board of the Panama 
Canal Commission. These members are citi- 
zens of Panama. This is in accordance with 
the Panama Canal Treaty of 1977. 


Oyden Ortega Duran would succeed Ricardo A. 
Rodriquez. He is an attorney and was Minister 
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of Labor and Social Welfare of Panama in 
1978-1982. He was born July 6, 1944. 

Fernando Cardoze Fabrega would succeed 
Thomas Paredes Royo. He is a partner in the 
law firm of Arias, Fabrega & Fabrega. He was 
secretary of the board of directors of the Latin 
American Export Bank in 1980-1982. He was 
born October 11, 1937. 

Carlos Ozores Typaldos would succeed Edwin 
Fabrega Velarde. He has been Ambassador of 
the Republic of Panama to the Panamanian 
Mission at the United Nations since 1981. He 
was born August 7, 1940. 


Secretary of Health and Human 
Services 





Remarks Announcing the Resignation of 
Richard S. Schweiker and the Nomination 
of Margaret M. Heckler. January 12, 1983 





The President. Thank you. I know you're 
clapping for both of my companions up 
here, but I'll say thanks for them. [Laugh- 
ter] 

It’s with deep regret that I have today 
accepted the resignation of a trusted advis- 
er and able administrator and a man who’s 
done an outstanding job as Secretary of 
Health and Human Services. 

Dick Schweiker and I first became ac- 
quainted in 1976, when he joined me as a 
potential runningmate during the battle for 
the Republican nomination. Since then, 
we've maintained a strong relationship and 
a personal friendship that I greatly value 
and expect to continue. 

During these last 2 years as head of the 
biggest and most costly department of the 
Federal Government, Dick Schweiker has 
proven himself in a job that has ground 
down lesser individuals. Many of our efforts 
to control the spiraling costs of government 
depended on his enterprise. I can say with- 
out hesitation that we are proud of the job 
that he has done. 

Dick Schweiker has given his country 
many years of outstanding public service— 
first in the House of Representatives, then 
in the Senate, and the last 2 years as a 
member of the Cabinet. He’s made his con- 
tribution and now is moving on. I under- 
stand he’s been offered a fine opportunity 


in the private sector, and I wish him the 
best of luck. 

And now I’m happy to announce an out- 
standing replacement, former Congress- 
woman Margaret Heckler, my choice as the 
new Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices. 

Congresswoman Heckler brings to the job 
extensive experience in the workings of 
Government. She served eight terms in the 
House of Representatives. She has proven 
herself a practical and compassionate public 
servant. And I’m confident that she will 
prove an invaluable member of our team, 
and I’m looking forward to working with 
her in the days and months ahead. 

Later this morning I will announce my 
choice for the vacant position of Under Sec- 
retary of HHS. But now it’s a heartfelt 
thank you and goodby to Dick Schweiker— 
but not really goodby, because I know he’ll 
be on tap anytime I want to sound him out 
for counsel and advice—and a warm wel- 
come to Margaret Heckler, who'll be the 
new Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices. 

Secretary Schweiker. Mr. President, I 
want to thank you for the tremendous op- 
portunity and privilege of serving in your 
administration. Of my 22 years in the Con- 
gress, Senate and House, and the Cabinet, 
the most exciting and most rewarding 
period of service was working with you as 
President. I’m really proud of the opportu- 
nity that you gave me. 

I’m also proud of the accomplishments 
that you as President have made and of the 
success that you’re having over many diffi- 
cult obstacles. I’m proud to have been part 
of that team, to see the team continuing in 
such a fine choice as Mrs. Heckler, and 
proud to be successful in what I believe is a 
very important new beginning for this 
country. 

And finally, Mr. President, I'd like to say 
that now that I’m in the private sector, I’m 
a private sector volunteer. And when you 
decide to run for reelection I want to be 
out there helping you or any other private 
sector assignments you give me. 

Thank you very much. 

Secretary-designate Heckler. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it’s quite obvious from the warmth of 
the response to Dick Schweiker’s statement 
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that all Americans, those here and those 
who will be witness to the event, are also in 
the line of those who will be applauding the 
great work that he has done in your behalf 
and in leading this important agency. I 
think that all Americans are grateful to 
Dick Schweiker for his performance. 

And I want to say that it is following that 
set example of leadership and, I think, of 
commitment that I am especially honored 
to be chosen as his successor. I consider it a 
great honor to have your confidence ex- 
pressed in me. I know that my 16 years of 
service on Capitol Hill will be of value. But 
I feel, frankly, that you have offered me the 
greatest challenge of my life. 

But for the honor, and but for one other 
fact, I would never have undertaken to 
accept what is the greatest challenge of my 
life, and that is the honor of serving the 
finest President that I have known. And, 
indeed, it is with a sense of faith in your 
vision and your goals for America, faith in 
President Reagan, that I accept what I 
think is the hardest assignment in Washing- 
ton. 

I am honored, I am very proud, I am 
grateful, and I hope to live up to your ex- 
pectations. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:12 a.m. in 
the East Room at the White House. 


Secretary of Health and Human 
Services 





Exchange of Letters on the Resignation of 


Richard S. Schweiker. January 12, 1983 





Dear Dick: 

It is with great regret that I accept your 
resignation as Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

During the past two years, you have ad- 
ministered the Federal government’s larg- 
est and most important human assistance 
programs. More than anyone else, you have 
been responsible for honoring my firm com- 
mitment that society’s safety net be main- 
tained, so that Americans who require our 
help in times of need will receive it. 
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At the same time, it has been your role to 
make sure that these huge programs are 
prudently administered, so that America’s 
taxpayers will know that their dollars are 
being wisely spent. You have performed 
both of these tasks with unexcelled compe- 
tence and compassion. 

It has been my privilege to seek your 
advice on many issues, including those not 
directly within your area o* responsibility. 
Because of your long experience in govern- 
ment and your recognized devotion to the 
public good, your counsel has always been 
of a high quality, and I expect to continue 
calling upon you in the future. 

Your desire to return to the private sector 
after twenty-two years in public life is, of 
course, understandable. Nancy and I send 
you and Claire every wish for success and 
happiness in your new endeavor, and we 
look forward to a continuation of our close 
personal friendship with you. 

Sincerely, 


Ron 


[The Honorable Richard S. Schweiker, Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, Washington, D.C. 
20201) 


January 10, 1983 


Dear Mr. President: 

Four years ago last week, I announced 
my intention to return to the private sector 
after 20 years of public service when my 
second Senate term ended in January, 1981. 

Your gracious invitation to serve as your 
first Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices was a most high honor and a tremen- 
dous challenge which caused me enthusias- 
tically to postpone my plans to leave public 
service. 

In these two years, you have succeeded, 
despite the tremendous obstacles you inher- 
ited, in giving our nation a new beginning. 
I have treasured this opportunity to serve 
you and our country as Secretary of the 
“people’s department.” 

Under you, Mr. President, health and 
human services spending by the federal 
government has not gone down. Instead, 
health and human services spending has in- 
creased. In fact, more of your budget—a 
larger percentage—is aimed at health and 
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social services programs than any previous 
budget in U.S. history to meet the needs of 
those most in need. 

Unexpectedly, I have just been offered a 
challenging and rewarding position in the 
private sector which I did not seek. The 
opportunity is an unusual one, and it would 
not be available to me at a later date. 

Thus, it is with regret that I respectfully 
request that you accept my resignation ef- 
fective early next month. Claire and I will 
forever cherish the warm friendship that 
developed between you and Nancy and us. 

I shall always be ready to give you any 
help that I can in the private sector, and 
particularly want to help in your re-election 
when you make the decision that I hope 
you will. 

Sincerely, 

Dick Schweiker 
Richard S. Schweiker 
Secretary 


[The President, the White House, Washington, 
D.C.] 


Secretary of Health and Human 
Services 





Nomination of Margaret M. Heckler. 
January 12, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Margaret M. Heckler to be 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
She would succeed Richard S. Schweiker. 

She served as a Member of Congress rep- 
resenting Massachusetts’ 10th Congressional 
District from 1966 until 1982, when she 
was the ranking woman Member in the 
Congress and the 24th ranking Member of 
the U.S. House of Representatives. She was 
the ranking Republican member of the 
Joint Economic Committee, the Science 
and Technology Committee, and the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. She served 
on the Committees on Banking and Curren- 
cy, Agriculture, and Government Oper- 
ations, and was founder and steering com- 
mittee member of the Textile Caucus and 
the Travel and Tourism Caucus. She found- 


ed the Congresswoman’s Caucus and served 
as Cochair. 

She graduated from Albertus Magnus Col- 
lege, Connecticut, and Boston College 
(LL.B., 1956). She holds honorary degrees 
from Boston College, Regis College, Stone- 
hill College, Emmanuel College, St. Bona- 
venture College, and the New England Col- 
lege of Law. 

She is married, has three children, and 
resides in Wellesley, Mass. She was born 
June 21, 1931, in Flushing, N.Y. 


Department of Health and Human 
Services 


Nomination of John A. Svahn To Be Under 
Secretary. January 12, 1983 








The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate John A. Svahn to be Under 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
He would succeed David B. Swoap, who has 
resigned. 

Since May 6, 1981, Mr. Svahn has been 
serving as Commissioner of Social Security. 
From 1979 to 1981, he was a private con- 
sultant specializing in public policy manage- 
ment problems. 

Mr. Svahn was manager of government 
services for Deloitte Haskins & Sells from 
1976 to 1979, serving as a specialist in in- 
vestigating Medicaid, welfare, and social 
services programs. In 1975 and 1976, he 
served as Administrator of the U.S. Social 
and Rehabilitation Service. In 1975 he di- 
rected the U.S. Office of Child Support En- 
forcement. Mr. Svahn has also served as 
Deputy Administrator, U.S. Social and Re- 
habilitation Service; Commissioner, Assist- 
ance Payments Administration; Acting 
Commissioner, Community Services Admin- 
istration; and chief deputy director and di- 
rector of the California Department of 
Social Welfare. 

Mr. Svahn received a B.A. degree in po- 
litical science from the University of Wash- 
ington in 1966. He is married, with two chil- 
dren, and resides in Severna Park, Md. Mr. 
Svahn was born in New London, Conn., on 
May 13, 1943. 
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National Cancer Advisory Board 





Appointment of Roswell K. Boutwell as a 
Member. January 12, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Roswell K. Boutwell to be a 
member of the National Cancer Advisory 
Board for the remainder of the term expir- 
ing March 9, 1984. He will succeed Gerald 
Wogan. 

Mr. Boutwell is currently a professor of 
oncology for the McArdle Laboratory for 
Cancer Research at the University of Wis- 
consin. He has been with the University of 
Wisconsin since 1945. He served on the 
board of directors of the American Associ- 
ation for Cancer Research in 1979-1982, 
and was the Clowes Award Lecturer for the 
association in 1979. He was associate editor 
of Cancer Research in 1973-1980. 

He graduated from Beloit College (B.S., 
1939) and the University of Wisconsin (M.S., 
1941; Ph. D., 1944). He is married, has 
three children, and resides in Mazomanie, 
Wis. He was born November 24, 1917, in 
Madison, Wis. 


Amendments to the Education 
— and Improvement Act of 
1981 





Memorandum of Disapproval of H.R. 7336. 
January 12, 1983 





I am withholding my approval of H.R. 
7336, which would make certain amend- 
ments intended to improve the implemen- 
tation of the Education Consolidation and 
Improvement Act of 1981. 

I continue to support the objectives of 
both Chapter 1 and Chapter 2 of the Edu- 
cation Consolidation and Improvement Act. 
However, I cannot approve H.R. 7336 be- 
cause the bill makes substantive changes to 
the Education Consolidation and Improve- 
ment Act that are unacceptable, as well as 
amendments to the legislative veto provi- 
sion of the General Education Provisions 
Act that I believe to be an unwarranted 
intrusion on the Executive branch’s consti- 
tutional authority. 
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Among the unacceptable provisions is 
section 17(aX1), which would declare the 
Federal Government’s assistance to disad- 
vantaged Indian students under ECIA 
Chapter 1 to be a part of its trust responsi- 
bility toward Indian tribes. This provision is 
the same as one included in S. 2623, the 
Tribally Controlled Community College As- 
sistance Act Amendments, from which I re- 
cently withheld my approval. The provision 
of Federal education assistance to Indian 
students is not characterized in law or 
treaty as a trust responsibility, and has not 
been held by the courts to be so. As I noted 
in my Memorandum of Disapproval on S. 
2623, to declare the provision of education 
to Indian students a trust responsibility 
would potentially create legal obligations 
and entitlements that are not clearly in- 
tended or understood. This provision of 
H.R. 7336 is unnecessary to the administra- 
tion of the Chapter 1 program. 

Also unacceptable is section 16(b) of H.R. 
7336, which would make certain amend- 
ments to a _two-House legislative veto 
device presently contained in section 431 of 
the General Education Provisions Act. The 
Attorney General has advised me, and I 
agree, that two Houses of Congress cannot 
bind the Executive branch by passing a con- 
current resolution that is not presented to 
me for approval or veto. 

Another objectionable provision of H.R. 
7336, section 1, would require continuation 
under Chapter 1 of the definition of a cur- 
rently migratory child that was in use under 
the antecedent Title I program. This re- 
quirement would prevent the Administra- 
tion from focusing the limited resources 
available for migrant services under Chap- 
ter 1 on those children whose education is 
actually interrupted as a result of their mi- 
grant status. 

Other amendments in the bill relating to 
the Education Consolidation and Improve- 
ment Act could be construed to reinstate 
requirements and procedures contrary to 
the intent of the Act to provide greater 
authority and flexibility for State and local 
educational agencies. 

My disapproval of H.R. 7336 in no way 
reflects upon the efforts of the author of 
this bill, Representative William Goodling, 
of Pennsylvania. Mr. Goodling worked 
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closely with the Department of Education 
to clarify specific weaknesses in the Educa- 
tion Consolidation and Improvement Act 
and to reflect that effort in the House 
report language. Despite his efforts, there 
are substantive provisions in H.R. 7336 that 
do not eliminate the ambiguities in the lan- 
guage of the existing ECIA and seem to 
restore undesirable complexity to the ad- 
ministration of ECIA programs. 

Although the bill would make several de- 
sirable changes to the Education Consolida- 
tion and Improvement Act, the objection- 
able provisions far outweigh any of its bene- 
fits. 

For these reasons, I cannot approve the 
bill. 


Ronald Reagan 


The White House, 
January 12, 1983. 


National Advisory Council on Women’s 
Educational Programs 





Nomination of Diana Powers Evans To Be a 
Member. January 12, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Diana Powers Evans to be 
a member of the National Advisory Council 
on Women’s Educational Programs for a 
term expiring May 8, 1984. She would suc- 
ceed Ellen Sherry Hoffman. 

She is active in political and civic affairs 
on local, State, and national levels. She was 
a candidate for Oregon State representa- 
tive, district 31, in 1982. She was a member 
of the State executive committee for the 
Oregon Republican Party in 1976-1980. 

Mrs. Evans graduated from Stanford Uni- 
versity (B.A., 1949). She is married, has 
three children, and resides in Salem, Oreg. 
She was born February 28, 1928. 


Social Security Disability Insurance 
System 





Statement on Signing H.R. 7093 Into Law. 
January 12, 1983 





I am today signing H.R. 7093. This bill 
enhances the quality and fairness of the 
social security disability insurance system. It 
also helps us to maintain the integrity of the 
disability rolls while protecting the legiti- 
mate rights of both beneficiaries and con- 
tributors. 

When this administration took office, re- 
ports by the General Accounting Office and 
others indicated that thousands of people 
who were not disabled were drawing social 
security disability benefits. Several billion 
dollars a year were being spent to support 
people who were not, in fact, disabled. The 
previous administration and the 96th Con- 
gress had agreed that the Department of 
Health and Human Services should correct 
this situation by implementing measures 
passed by the Congress in 1980. These 
measures provided for reviewing the status 
of those receiving social security disability 
benefits. 

Over the past year and a half, the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services 
has improved the administrative processes 
for determining who should receive disabil- 
ity benefits. To help beneficiaries under- 
stand the review process, the Department 
now begins each continuing disability inves- 
tigation with an interview in local offices. 

With the signing of this bill today, I am 
pleased to add some _ useful statutory 
changes to the administrative initiatives 
that have already been taken. H.R. 7093 
requires a face-to-face hearing as the first 
step in the appeals process. Such a hearing 
gives the individual a personal opportunity 
to present all of the evidence concerning 
his or her disability. This should make the 
process more fair for beneficiaries and pro- 
vide an additional source of information for 
those responsible for administering the pro- 
gram. As an added safety measure and to 
avoid financial hardship for those whose 
benefits may be mistakenly terminated, this 
bill permits the continued payment of dis- 
ability benefits during the appeals process. 


39 





Jan. 12 / Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 


H.R. 7093 represents a welcome step by 
the Congress towards improving the disabil- 
ity appeals process. 

In addition, this bill reduces from 30 per- 
cent to 10 percent the rate of Virgin Islands 
tax imposed on certain payments of Virgin 
Islands source income to U.S. corporations, 
citizens, and resident aliens. The lowering 
of the tax rate will significantly encourage 
U.S. investment in the Virgin Islands and 
will give the Virgin Islands parity with 
Guam and the Northern Mariana Islands. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 7093 is Public Law 
97-455, approved January 12. 


Arms Control and Reduction 


Statement on Negotiations and Personnel 
Changes. January 12, 1983 


As President of the United States, I have 
no higher priority or higher purpose than to 
reduce the risk and the means of conflict 
and to help bring a true peace with justice 
to the world we live in. This administration 
has undertaken a broad agenda for peace, 
including special efforts in the Middle East 
and a program of arms control more com- 
prehensive and far-reaching than any other 
in our nation’s history. 

In the START negotiations on strategic 
weapons, we have proposed a one-half cut 
in missiles and a one-third cut in warheads 
of the most destabilizing systems—intercon- 
tinental ballistic missiles. Ambassador 
Edward Rowny will soon be returning to 
Geneva to resume the serious negotiations 
underway since last July at the START talks. 
And Ambassador Paul Nitze will also be re- 
turning to Geneva in a few weeks, where 
the INF talks will resume. In the INF nego- 
tiations on  intermediate-range nuclear 
forces, we have proposed the elimination of 
the entire class of most threatening sys- 
tems—longer-range land-based missiles. In 
both of those negotiations, we have been 
encouraged by the businesslike nature of 
the talks and believe a serious foundation 
for progress has been laid. 

In the MBFR negotiations, we and our 
allies have proposed major reductions to 
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equal levels in the military personnel of 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact. And, at the 
Committee on Disarmament in Geneva, we 
are seeking ways to achieve effective limita- 
tions on nuclear testing and chemical war- 
fare. In all of these, and in each of our 
other arms control efforts, we seek to 
reduce systems to lower and equal levels, or 
ban them outright, and to do so on the firm 
basis of equality, stability, and effective ver- 
ification. Vice President Bush’s forthcoming 
trip to meet with our European allies dem- 
onstrates that our firm dedication to these 
goals remains unshaken. 


Today, I am accepting with regret the 
resignation of Gene Rostow as Director of 
ACDA [United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency]. Dr. Rostow has 
served this and other administrations with 
distinction and has played a key role in 
launching our comprehensive arms reduc- 
tion proposals. I am pleased to announce 
my intention to nominate Kenneth Adel- 
man as Gene Rostow’s replacement. I am 
also asking David Emery to serve as Deputy 
Director of ACDA. 


I also wish to announce I am accepting 
with regret the resignation of Ambassador 
Richard Staar. He has provided outstanding 
service as our representative at the mutual 
and balanced force reduction (MBFR) nego- 
tiations in Vienna. I am asking Ambassador 
Morton Abramowitz to serve as his succes- 
sor. 


Dr. Rostow and Ambassador Staar have 
been asked to continue to provide their 
counsel in other positions in the administra- 
tion. 


As in the past, ACDA will report to and 
through the Secretary of State and, there- 
fore, I am particularly pleased that Secre- 
tary Shultz shares my high confidence in 
the distinguished persons joining my admin- 
istration’s arms control team today. They 
are men of great distinction and dedication, 
and I am confident that they will make an 
early and major contribution to our efforts 
to achieve genuine arms reductions. It is 
essential that we press forward in the 
search for arms reduction; we shall be unre- 
lenting in our efforts. 
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United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency 


Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions 
Negotiations 





Exchange of Letters on the Resignation of 
Eugene V. Rostow as Director. 
January 12, 1983 





Dear Gene: 

It is with deep regret that I accept today 
your resignation as Director of the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency. For 
more than a generation you have served 
your country and my predecessors with dis- 
tinction, providing wise counsel and sound 
judgment on some of the most difficult for- 
eign policy issues of our time. Your contri- 
butions to the launching of our comprehen- 
sive proposals now under negotiation in 
Europe have been critical and I want you 
to know of my deep personal appreciation. 

It is my hope that you will continue to 
provide us with advice and assistance in the 
months and years ahead. As you leave, you 
have my best regards and warmest wishes 
for the future. 

Sincerely, 


Ron 


[The Honorable Eugene V. Rostow, Director, 
United States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20451] 


Dear Mr. President, 

For reasons which Secretary Shultz has so 
kindly discussed with me, I submit herewith 
my resignation as Director of the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency, effective 
at once. It has been a privilege to have had 
this opportunity to serve, and I extend to 
you my thanks for an extraordinary experi- 
ence, and my deepest hopes for you and for 
Mrs. Reagan, and for the people and gov- 
ernment of the United States which you 
lead. 

I appreciate your suggestion that I serve 
in some other capacity. I shall be glad to 
consider such a proposal in due course. 

With respect and regard, 

Yours sincerely, 


Eugene V. Rostow 


Exchange of Letters on the Resignation of 
Richard F. Staar as U.S. Representative. 
January 12, 1983 





Dear Dick: 

It is with great regret that I accept your 
resignation as U.S. Representative to the 
Mutual and Balanced Forces Reduction 
Talks. 

Your efforts to implement the arms con- 
trol objectives of this Administration have 
been appreciated, especially your work on 
the concept of a draft treaty which NATO 
tabled for the first time in Vienna last July. 

You have served honorably and worked 
hard in support of our policies, and all of us 
owe you a debt of gratitude. 

Thank you for your loyal and dedicated 
service. You may be sure you have my best 
wishes for every success. 

Sincerely, 


Ronald Reagan 


Dear Mr. President: 

Please accept my resignation as United 
States Representative to the Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reduction talks, to become 
effective at your pleasure. 

It has been a personal honor and a privi- 
lege to serve in your Administration. I look 
forward to doing so again in any capacity 
where you deem my talents of value. 

Respectfully submitted, 


Richard F. Staar 


Note: As printed above, the letters follow 
the text of the White House press release. 


United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency 





Nomination of Kenneth L. Adelman To Be 
Director. January 12, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Kenneth L. Adelman to be 
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Director of the United States Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency. He would suc- 
ceed Eugene V. Rostow. 

Since August 1981, Dr. Adelman has 
served as Deputy Representative of the 
United States to the United Nations. He was 
Legislative Presidential Delegate to the 
Second United Nations Special Session on 
Disarmament (June 1982); Head of the Del- 
egation for the United Nation’s “First Com- 
mittee,” which deals with political and se- 
curity affairs, including arms control, for the 
36th and 37th sessions of the General As- 
sembly. He has also served as a member of 
the Executive Committee of the Committee 
on the Present Danger. 

Dr. Adelman was legislative officer at the 
Department of Commerce in 1968-70. In 
1970-72, he was with the Office of Eco- 
nomic Opportunity as Special Assistant to 
the Director of VISTA and also to the Di- 
rector of Congressional Relations. He was 
congressional liaison officer at the Agency 
for International Development in 1975-76, 
and in 1976-77 he was Assistant to the Sec- 
retary of Defense. 

Dr. Adelman was researching for his dis- 
sertation at Georgetown University and at 
Kinshasa, Zaire, in 1972-75. He was also 
senior political scientist at the Strategic 
Studies Center of SRI International in Ar- 
lington, Va. 

He has written widely on security affairs 
in publications such as Foreign Affairs, For- 
eign Policy, Washington Quarterly, Wall 
Street Journal, and The New Republic. He 
graduated from Grinnell College, Iowa 
(B.A., 1968) and Georgetown University 
(M.A., 1969; Ph. D., 1975). Dr. Adelman is 
married, has two children, and resides in 
Arlington, Va. He was born June 9, 1946, in 
Chicago, IIl. 


United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency 
Nomination of David F. Emery To Be 
Deputy Director. January 12, 1983 








The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate David F. Emery to be 
Deputy Director of the United States Arms 
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Control and Disarmament Agency. He 
would succeed Spurgeon M. Keeny, Jr. 

Mr. Emery served in the United States 
House of Representatives in 1974-82, rep- 
resenting the First Congressional District in 
Maine. He served as a member of the 
House Armed Services Committee and the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee. 
He was also a member of the Republican 
Policy Committee’s Task Force on Foreign 
Policy. In January 1981, Mr. Emery was ap- 
pointed to serve as the chief deputy Repub- 
lican whip for the 97th Congress. 

Previously he was elected from the city of 
Rockland to the Maine House of Repre- 
sentatives and subsequently served in both 
the 105th and 106th Legislatures (1970-74). 

Mr. Emery graduated from Worcester 
Polytechnic Institute in Worcester, Mass. 
(B.S., 1970). He is married and resides in 
Rockland, Maine. He was born September 
1, 1948, in Rockland. 


Mutual and Balanced Force Reductions 
Negotiations 





Appointment of Morton I. Abramowitz as 
U.S. Representative. January 12, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Morton I. Abramowitz to be 
Representative of the United States of 
America for Mutual and Balanced Force 
Reductions Negotiations and to nominate 
Mr. Abramowitz for the rank of Ambassa- 
dor. He would succeed Richard F. Staar. 

Mr. Abramowitz joined the Foreign Serv- 
ice in 1960 as an economic officer specializ- 
ing in Chinese affairs. During his 20-year 
career in the Foreign Service he has pro- 
gressed to the rank of Career Minister. 

Mr. Abramowitz was Ambassador to Thai- 
land in 1978-81. He was Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for International Af- 
fairs, on detail from the Foreign Service, in 
1974-78; political adviser to CINC-PAC in 
1973-74; foreign affairs analyst at the State 
Department in 1971-73; special assistant in 
the office of the Deputy Secretary of State 
in 1969-71; international economist at the 
State Department in 1966-68; political offi- 





Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 / Jan. 12 


cer, Hong Kong, in 1963-66; and consular- 
economic officer in Taipei in 1960-62. He 
served with the International Cooperation 
Administration in 1958-60. 

He graduated from Stanford University 
(B.A., 1953) and Harvard University (M.A., 
1955). He served in the U.S. Army in 1957. 
He was born January 20, 1933, in Lake- 
wood, N,J. 


National Inventors’ Day, 1983 


Proclamation 5013. January 12, 1983 


By the President of the United States 
of America 








A Proclamation 


Almost two hundred years ago, President 
George Washington recognized that inven- 
tion and innovation were fundamental to 
the welfare and strength of the United 
States. He successfully urged the First Con- 
gress to enact a patent statute as expressly 
authorized by the U.S. Constitution and 
wisely advised that “there is nothing which 
can better deserve your patronage than the 
promotion of science . . .” In 1790, the first 
patent statute initiated the transformation 
of the United States from an importer of 
technology to a world leader in technologi- 
cal innovation. 

Today, just as in George Washington’s 
day, inventors are the keystone of the tech- 
nological progress that is so vital to the eco- 
nomic, environmental, and social well-being 
of this country. Individual ingenuity and 
perseverance, spurred by the incentives of 
the patent system, begin the process that 
results in improved standards of living, in- 
creased public and private productivity, 
creation of new industries, improved public 
services, and enhanced competitiveness of 
American products in world markets. 

In recognition of the enormous contribu- 
tion inventors make to the nation and the 
world, the Congress, pursuant to Senate 
Joint Resolution 140 (Public Law 97-198), 
has designated February 11, 1983, the anni- 
versary of the birth of Thomas Alva Edison, 
one of America’s most famous and prolific 
inventors, as National Inventors’ Day. Such 


recognition is especially appropriate at a 
time when our country is striving to main- 
tain its global position as a leader in innova- 
tion and technology. Key to our future suc- 
cess will be the dedication and creativity of 
inventors. 

Now, Therefore, I, Ronald Reagan, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim February 11, 1983, as Na- 
tional Inventors’ Day and call upon the 
people of the United States to observe this 
day with appropriate ceremonies and activi- 
ties. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this 12th day of Jan., in the year of 
our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty- 
three, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundred 
and seventh. 


Ronald Reagan 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 10:11 a.m., January 13, 1983) 


Amendments to the Indian Judgment 
Funds Act 


Statement on Signing H.R. 3731 Into Law. 
January 12, 1983 





I am signing into law today H.R. 3731, a 
bill which amends the Indian Judgment 
Funds Act to change the procedures that 
are used in distributing judgment awards 
made to Indian tribes by the Indian Claims 
Commission or the Court of Claims. 
H.R. 3731 will provide a more workable 
and flexible procedural framework for the 
Secretary of the Interior to use in carrying 
out this program. 

Section 3 of the bill would eliminate the 
unconstitutional procedure in existing law 
by which one House of Congress could veto 
the Secretary of the Interior’s plan for the 
use or distribution of judgment funds 
awarded to Indian tribes or groups. In its 
place, the bill provides for disapproval of 
such a plan by a joint resolution, which is 
adopted by both Houses of Congress and 
presented to the President for approval or 
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veto. I applaud the Congress for making 
this change. 

However, in one respect, section 3 does 
not go far enough. Under this section, the 
introduction in either House of Congress of 
a joint resolution disapproving the Secre- 
tary’s plan would have the effect of recom- 
mencing the 60-day period during which 
Congress may decide whether to adopt a 
joint resolution disapproving the plan. How- 
ever, action purporting to alter otherwise 
established statutory requirements may not 
be taken by one House of Congress without 
the concurrence of the other House and 
presentation to the President. Accordingly, 
an extension of the statutorily mandated 60- 
day period would have to be accomplished 
by legislation. 

This same objection applies to section 1. 
This provision purports to empower com- 
mittees of Congress to extend the period in 
which the Secretary of the Interior shall 
prepare and submit to Congress a plan for 
the use and distribution of judgment funds. 
Again, such an extension would have to be 
accomplished by legislation. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 3731 is Public Law 
97-458, approved January 12. 


Federal Oil and Gas Royalty 
Management Act of 1982 





Statement on Signing H.R. 5121 Into Law. 
January 12, 1983 





Today, with great pleasure, I am signing 
into law H.R. 5121, the Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act. 

In July of 1981, Secretary Watt appointed 
the Commission on Fiscal Accountability of 
the Nation’s Energy Resources chaired by 
David Linowes. He instructed the Commis- 
sion to investigate serious allegations of 
theft of oil from Federal and Indian lands, 
to examine allegations of waste and fraud in 
the royalty program, and to make recom- 
mendations for improving fiscal account- 
ability of the Nation’s energy resources. 
That Commission presented its findings and 
recommendations to me in January of last 
year. It found that the past system of royal- 
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ty management has resulted in a substantial 
loss of revenues to the United States Gov- 
ernment, the States, and Indian tribes. 
Among its recommendations was the need 
for legislation to strengthen and clarify the 
authority of the United States to take strong 
action in this area. 

In March of last year the administration 
proposed legislation to the Congress to 
carry out this recommendation. Senator Mc- 
Clure and his Energy Committee devoted 
every one of its business meetings from 
May 10 to July 30 to the consideration of 
the administration’s proposal. I am most 
grateful to the Senator and his staff for their 
patience and hard work. 

I am also grateful to our friends on the 
House side who also devoted much time 
and energy to this legislation. They met our 
call for quick and strong legislation with a 
true bipartisan commitment to enact this 
bill. 

Passage of H.R. 5121 is a great achieve- 
ment for this administration. As you all 
know, the royalty management system has 
been plagued with problems for well over 
30 years. We are the first administration to 
acknowledge those problems and to tackle 
them head-on. Secretary Watt has worked 
hard to improve a system that provides a 
major source of revenues for the United 
States. With the authority granted to the 
Secretary in the new Federal Oil and Gas 
Royalty Management Act, I believe that we 
can have a strong and sound Federal royal- 
ty management program. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 5121 is Public Law 
97-451, approved January 12. 


United States Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency 





Designation of James L. George as Acting 
Director. January 13, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to designate James L. George as Acting 
Director of the United States Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency. 
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Since February 1982, Dr. George has 
served as an Assistant Director of the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency (for Mul- 
tilateral Affairs). He was a professional staff 
member of the National Security Council, 
Committee on Government Operations, in 
1977-82. He was responsible for investiga- 
tions, hearings, reports, and legislation for 
Legislation and National Security Subcom- 
mittee Concentration on Foreign Affairs 
Reorganization Plans and NATO affairs. 

Previously he was professional staff 
member for Senator Bill Brock (R-Tenn.), 
Committee on Government Operations, in 
1972-77, and public affairs fellow, Hoover 
Institution on War, Revolution and Peace, 
in 1972-73. 

Dr. George graduated from the United 
States Naval Academy (B.S., 1961), the Uni- 
versity of Maryland (M.A., 1969; Ph. D., 
1972). He is married, has two children, and 
resides in Derwood, Md. He was born Octo- 
ber 16, 1939, in Chicago, Ill. 


Additions to the National Wilderness 
Preservation System 





Statement on Signing H.R. 5161 Into Law. 
January 13, 1983 





I am pleased to give my approval to H.R. 
5161, a bill to designate certain areas in the 
State of West Virginia as additions to the 
National Wilderness Preservation System. 
The areas that H.R. 5161 would set aside as 
wilderness have unique natural environ- 
ments that are home to a particularly 
varied array of wildlife. The Cranberry Wil- 
derness has been recognized by major na- 
tional conservation groups as especially de- 
serving of the protections that come with 
wilderness designation. 

In signing this bill, however, I must note 
my strong objection to certain of its fea- 
tures. Congress has not followed prior prac- 
tice in H.R. 5161 and has required the ac- 
quisition of outstanding private mineral 
rights. By using credits against future pay- 
ments to the Federal Treasury to pay for 
these mineral rights, the Congress has de- 
vised a back-door financing means that 
hides the $20 to $25 million cost to the 


taxpayer of this legislation. Virtually all 
prior designations of wilderness areas were 
of lands to which the Federal Government 
held full title. In those areas in which pri- 
vate mineral rights existed, the wilderness 
designation was made subject to any such 
prior claims. This avoided the expenditure 
of huge sums to acquire those rights. I urge 
the Congress to return to its prior practice 
in future wilderness bills. My administration 
continues its strong opposition to the use of 
mineral credits to hide new spending. 

A second very disturbing precedent in 
H.R. 5161 is the provision authorizing com- 
pensation of certain local governments for 
the loss of receipts from taxes they might 
have levied on mining in the designated 
wilderness areas. If this provision were ap- 
plied nationally, it would vastly increase the 
cost of creating and maintaining the Feder- 
al wilderness system. I will object strongly 
to any appropriation to carry out the au- 
thorization for these payments contained in 
H.R. 5161 and to the inclusion of similar 
language in any future wilderness legisla- 
tion. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 5161 is Public Law 
97-466, approved January 13. 


Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural 
Worker Protection Act 





Statement on Signing H.R. 7102 Into Law. 
January 14, 1983 





I have today signed H.R. 7102, a bill 
which reforms the protections afforded 
farmworkers under Federal law. This legis- 
lation repeals the Farm Labor Contractor 
Registration Act and enacts in its place the 
Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker 
Protection Act. 

This new act is the result of a cooperative 
effort among the Department of Labor, 
major agricultural employer organizations 
(including the American Farm Bureau Fed- 
eration, the National Food Processors Asso- 
ciation, the National Cotton Council of 
America, and the National Council of Agri- 
cultural Employers), the AFL-CIO, and the 
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Migrant Legal Action Program. It passed 
the Congress with strong bipartisan sup- 
port. 

I want to congratulate all parties to this 
consensus legislation. Their efforts in devel- 
oping the legislation will result in substan- 
tially improved protection for migrant and 
seasonal agricultural workers, many of 
whom are disadvantaged minorities. 

Their efforts will also result in the elimi- 
nation of unnecessary regulatory burdens 
that had been placed on agricultural em- 
ployers and associations under the old law, 
and which had resulted in continuous litiga- 
tion to resolve issues not clearly spelled out 
in that statute. At the same time, the old 
law did not clearly define the responsibil- 
ities and obligations of agricultural employ- 
ers to assure that migrant and seasonal agri- 
cultural workers received important trans- 
portation, housing, and employment protec- 
tions. I believe the new law will correct 
these problems and will result in improved 
protection of working and living conditions 
for tens of thousands of our Nation’s agricul- 
tural workers. 

We will continue our efforts to both 
reduce unnecessary regulatory burdens and, 
at the same time, protect essential employ- 
ment standards in America’s workplaces. 


Note: As enacted, H.R. 7102 is Public Law 
97-470, approved January 14. 


Florida Wilderness Act of 1982 





Memorandum of Disapproval of H.R. 9. 
January 14, 1983 





After careful consideration, I have deter- 
mined, for the reasons stated below, to 
withhold my approval of H.R. 9. I regret 
that this action is necessary, because I sup- 
port the designation of additions to the Na- 
tional Wilderness Preservation System in 
the State of Florida, as recommended by 
the Administration and set forth in this bill. 
My Administration has proposed almost two 
million acres of land for designation as wil- 
derness and the unique natural habitat des- 
ignated in H.R. 9 would be particularly val- 
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uable additions to the national wilderness 
system. 

Although H.R. 9 is intended to resolve an 
issue that has been in contention during 
three prior Administrations, it does so in a 
way that is unnecessarily costly to the Fed- 
eral taxpayer. Because of administrative ac- 
tions taken earlier this week by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, my disapproval of this 
legislation will not have the effect of per- 
mitting phosphate mining to proceed in the 
Osceola National Forest. I do not object to 
legislative efforts to preclude phosphate 
mining in the Osceola National Forest. I do 
object, however, to the provisions of this 
bill that would vest previously contingent 
property rights in certain mining compa- 
nies. This could require the Federal govern- 
ment to pay those mining companies as 
much as $200 million for those property 
rights—rights that, absent this legislation, 
might not otherwise have existed. 

Specifically, this bill attempts to convey 
to several mining companies the rights to, 
and value from, 41 preference right lease 
applications for deposits of phosphates un- 
derlying the Osceola National Forest. Under 
present law, these mining companies are 
entitled to these mining leases only if the 
Secretary of the Interior determines that 
the phosphate deposits underlying this land 
are valuable deposits. H.R. 9 would estab- 
lish property rights to the leases in specific 
companies by requiring the Secretary of the 
Interior, and ultimately the courts, to judge 
the lease applications without reference to 
the cost of compliance with current applica- 
ble statutory and regulatory requirements 
for environmental protection. Such require- 
ments include those established under the 
National Environmental Policy Act, the 
Clean Water Act, and the Clean Air Act. 
Hence, under this legislation, the determi- 
nation of whether these phosphate deposits 
are “valuable” would not take into consid- 
eration the cost of returning the Osceola 
National Forest lands to their natural state 
as required by current law. 

This Administration is opposed to a policy 
of conveying interests in public resources 
by waiving applicable statutory require- 
ments that are designed to protect the envi- 
ronment. 
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Moreover, having required the mineral 
rights to be conveyed to the companies by 
the Secretary of the Interior, this bill would 
then prohibit mining on the leases and re- 
quire the Federal governinent to purchase 
the conveyed lease rights back from the 
companies. Thus, the bill would, in effect, 
force Federal purchase of rights that under 
current law would remain in Federal own- 
ership in the first place. 


Analyses available to the Department of 
the Interior indicate that no current tech- 
nology is capable of returning the mined 
lands to the reclamation standards required 
by current Federal laws and regulations. 
The Department of the Interior is faced 
with an administrative record regarding 
restoration that demonstrates that the applli- 
cant mining companies cannot meet the 
valuable deposit test required by current 
law for lease issuance. Consequently, the 
Secretary of the Interior has advised me 
that, based on that administrative record, 
mining should not now take place in the 
Osceola National Forest, and that he has 
rejected the preference right lease applica- 
tions. 


However, because H.R. 9 specifies a less 
strenuous standard than current law, the 
lease applicants would most likely be found 
to have met the valuable deposit test were 
this measure to become law. The Depart- 
ment of the Interior would then have to 
determine the fair market value of the in- 
terests and extend monetary credits to the 
lease applicants. Further, though the bill 
provides that the fair market value is to be 
determined by taking into account all envi- 
ronmental laws, any Secretarial action valu- 
ing these leases in a way adverse to the 
applicants’ expectations would likely result 
in costly litigation, and the possible recov- 
ery in the United States Claims Court of 
payments to these companies for loss of 
their “rights” in public resources to which 
they would not be entitled absent this legis- 
lation. 


The administrative decision process, nec- 
essary under current law to resolve this 
issue, is being brought to conclusion under 
my Administration. To the extent that fur- 
ther litigation is entered into on this issue, 


it should be decided under current law ap- 
plicable to all similar cases. 


Ronald Reagan 
The White House, 
January 14, 1983. 


Contract Services for Drug Dependent 
Federal Offenders Act Amendment of 
1981 


Memorandum of Disapproval of H.R. 3963. 
January 14, 1983 








I am withholding my approval of H.R. 
3963, a bill concerning criminal law mat- 
ters, because its disadvantages far outweigh 
any intended benefits. 

In late September 1982, the Senate over- 
whelmingly approved a major crime bill by 
a vote of 95 to 1. That measure, the Violent 
Crime and Drug Enforcement Improve- 
ments Act of 1982 (S. 2572), would have 
resulted in urgently needed reforms in Fed- 
eral bail laws to put an end to our “revolv- 
ing door” system of justice, comprehensive 
reforms in Federal forfeiture laws to strip 
away the enormous assets and profits of nar- 
cotics traffickers and organized crime syndi- 
cates, and sweeping sentencing reforms to 
insure more uniform, determinate prison 
sentences for those convicted of Federal 
crimes. That major crime bill also contained 
other criminal law reforms. I strongly sup- 
ported the principal elements of the Vio- 
lent Crime and Drug Enforcement Im- 
provements Act, especially the bail, sen- 
tencing, and forfeiture provisions. 

The House of Representatives failed to 
approve this measure. It adopted a miscella- 
neous assortment of criminal justice propos- 
als, H.R. 3963, which were approved in the 
waning hours of the 97th Congress. Al- 
though some elements of the House-initiat- 
ed bill are good, other provisions are mis- 
guided or seriously flawed, possibly even 
unconstitutional. While its provisions on for- 
feiture of criminal assets and profits fall 
short of what the Administration proposed, 
they are clearly desirable. Had they been 
presented to me as a separate measure, I 
would have been pleased to give my ap- 
proval. But H.R. 3963 does not deal with 
bail reform, nor does it address sentencing 
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reform. Both are subjects long overdue for 
congressional action. 

In addition to its failure to address some 
of the most serious problems facing Federal 
law enforcement, this “mini-crime bill” 
would in several respects hamper existing 
enforcement activity. I am particularly con- 
cerned about its adverse impact on our ef- 
forts to combat drug abuse. 

The Act would create a drug director and 
a new bureaucracy within the Executive 
Branch with the power to coordinate and 
direct all domestic and international Feder- 
al drug efforts, including law enforcement 
operations. The creation of another layer of 
bureaucracy within the Executive Branch 
would produce friction, disrupt effective 
law enforcement, and could threaten the 
integrity of criminal investigations and pros- 
ecutions-the very opposite of what its pro- 
ponents apparently intend. 

The seriousness of this threat is under- 
scored by the overwhelming opposition to 
this provision by the Federal law enforce- 
ment community as well as by such groups 
as the International Association of Chiefs of 
Police and the National Association of At- 


torney’s General. The so-called “drug Czar” 


provision was enacted hastily without 
thoughtful debate and without benefit of 
any hearings. Although its aim—with which 
I am in full agreement—is to promote co- 
ordination, this can be and is being 
achieved through existing administrative 
structures. 

Upon taking office, I directed the Attor- 
ney General and other senior officials of the 
Administration to improve the coordination 
and efficiency of Federal law enforcement 
efforts, with particular emphasis on drug- 
related crime. This has been accomplished 
through the establishment of the Cabinet 
Council on Legal Policy, which is chaired 
by the Attorney General and whose mem- 
bership includes all Cabinet officers with 
responsibility for narcotics law enforce- 
ment. Working through the Cabinet Coun- 
cil, the White House Office on Drug Policy 
is an integral part of the process by which a 
comprehensive and coordinated narcotics 
enforcement policy is carried out. 

I am pleased with the results of this proc- 
ess, which last Fall led to the creation of a 
nationwide task force effort to combat orga- 
nized crime and narcotics trafficking. The 
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war on crime and drugs does not need 
more bureaucracy in Washington. It does 
need more action in the field, and that is 
where my Administration will focus its ef- 
forts. 

H.R. 3963 would also authorize the Fed- 
eral prosecution of an armed robber or bur- 
glar who has twice been convicted in State 
court. This provision includes an unworka- 
ble and possibly unconstitutional restraint 
upon Federal prosecutions in this area, by 
allowing a State or local prosecutor to veto 
any Federal prosecution under his or her 
authority, even if the Attorney General had 
approved the prosecution. Such a restraint 
on Federal prosecutorial discretion and the 
delegation of Executive responsibility it en- 
tails raise grave constitutional and practical 
concerns. It would, for example, surely in- 
crease friction among Federal, State, and 
local prosecutors at a time when we are 
doing so much to decrease it. 

Other provisions of H.R. 3963 are also 
defective. For example, the provision that 
expands Federal jurisdiction whenever 
food, drugs, or other products are tampered 
with, an expansion that I strongly support, 
was drafted to include tampering that 
occurs in an injured consumer’s own home. 
It also fails to distinguish between tamper- 
ing that results in injury and tampering that 
results in death. These are, however, essen- 
tially technical matters which might have 
been overcome but for the press of time in 
the closing days of Congress. I share the 
widespread public desire for new legislation 
on tampering and will work with the new 
Congress to produce an acceptable bill on 
that subject. 

My Administration has proposed signifi- 
cant legislation to strengthen law enforce- 
ment and restore the balance between the 
forces of law and the forces of crime. 
Changes in sentencing, bail laws, the exclu- 
sionary rule, the insanity defense, and other 
substantive reforms in criminal law were 
not passed by the 97th Congress. Such re- 
forms, if enacted, could make a real differ- 
ence in the quality of justice in this country. 

It would have given me great pleasure to 
be able to approve substantive criminal jus- 
tice legislation. I completely support some 
of the features of H.R. 3963, such as the 
Federal Intelligence Personnel Protection 





Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1983 / Jan. 14 


Act. Others I agree with in principle. But 
the disadvantages of this bill greatly 
outweigh its benefits. I look forward to ap- 
proving legislation that does not contain the 
serious detriments of the present bill, and 
my Administration will work closely with 
Chairman Thurmond and Chairman Rodino 
to secure passage of substantive criminal 
justice reforms. 


Ronald Reagan 


The White House, 
January 14, 1983. 


Arms Control and Reduction 





Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Reporters. January 14, 1983 





The President. Ladies and gentlemen, I 
have a statement here. But before I begin, I 
just want to explain the subject of this. 
There has been such disarray, approaching 
chaos, in the press corps with regard to the 
subject of arms control that I thought 
before you unraveled into complete disor- 
der that maybe we should straighten out 
the entire subject. So, before taking your 
questions, I'll express a thought or two 
which are a matter of deep conviction for 
me with regard to arms control. These con- 
cern what we must do before we can 
expect to be successful and then what prin- 
ciples ought to guide us in our negotiating 
strategy. 

First, it seems to me that the two factors 
are essential to success in arms control are 
leverage and determination. 

With respect to leverage, it’s clear that 
when I arrived in office there was virtually 
no hope that we could expect the Soviets to 
bargain seriously for res’ reductions. After 
all, they had all the marbles. We hadn't 
designed a new missile in 15 years. We 
hadn’t built a new submarine in the same 
period, although they'd built more than 60. 
Our bombers were older than the pilots 
who flew them. 

Today that’s no longer the case. Working 
with the Congress, we have in the past 2 
years succeeded in getting authorization for 
a complete modernization of the triad of 


strategic forces with the exception of the 
MX, which still requires congressional 
action this spring. My point is that now 
we're in a position to get somewhere, and 
I’m determined that we shall. 

The other quality I mentioned was deter- 
mination. Recently I’ve made a few man- 
agement changes so that we'll have a 
streamlined team in place through which we 
can reach decisions promptly and get re- 
sults in the Geneva talks. 

I want to say something else about my 
strategy toward arms control. It seems to 
me that if you look back over the history of 
the past 15 years of talks, certain things 
emerge. Frankly, some things have worked, 
and others have not. 

Let me be specific. Some people have 
argued that we ought to try unilateral 
disarmament, that we should cut our own 
systems without getting anything from 
them in return in the hope that our exam- 
ple will lead the Soviets to cut theirs. That 
approach has been tried on a number of 
occasions. For example, President Carter 
decided to cut the B-1 bomber, perhaps in 
the expectation that the Soviets would cut 
back on their bomber programs. It didn’t 
work. Instead of cutting back, the Soviets 
went steadily ahead with the Backfire and 
another advanced bomber. 

On the other hand, some things have 
worked. Most of you recall that in the late 
sixties President Johnson tried very hard to 
engage the Soviets in talks on antiballistic 
missile systems. At the time, we had no 
deployment planned; in short, no leverage. 
The Soviets refused to talk. But then the 
United States decided to go ahead with an 
ABM plan, and you know the rest. When it 
became clear that we would go ahead with 
the deployment the Soviets came to the 
table, and we got a treaty that still endures 
today. 

The lesson is that they will bargain when 
they have an incentive. And today that in- 
centive exists, and I’m convinced that we 
can make real progress. 

It is with this thought in mind that I had 
an in-depth meeting yesterday on arms con- 
trol with some of my arms control advisers. 
Next week I'll be meeting with Ambassador 
Ed Rowny and Paul Nitze. We're ready, 
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and I’m confident that with determination 
we can succeed. 

Keeping in mind our commitment to the 
security of Europe and to peace, and in 
order to ensure the closest possible coordi- 
nation with our European allies on arms 
reductions and deterrence, I’ve asked Vice 
President Bush to go to Europe for talks 
with my European counterparts. And while 
he’s there, the Vice President will meet 
with the Pope, Prime Minister Thatcher, 
Chancellor Kohl, President Mitterrand, 
Prime Minister Fanfani, Prime Minister 
Martens, and Prime Minister Lubbers, as 
well as with our negotiating teams in 
Geneva. 

And let there be no doubt: We're ready. 
We'll consider every serious proposal, and 
we have the determination to succeed in 
this, the most important undertaking of our 
generation. 

Now, any of you who have questions on 
this subject, I think we should dispose of 
those first. 

Helen [Helen Thomas, United Press In- 
ternational}? 

Q. Mr. President, do you think that it 
would be good to have a summit meeting 
with Andropov first, to try to nail down 
what they’re really proposing now, what all 
these new proposals mean? And are you 
ready for such a summit? 

The President. No, | think that since the 
talks are supposed to begin early in Febru- 
ary, the first week of February—General 
Rowny and Ed [Paul] Nitze are prepared to 
go there—I think that that takes place first, 
and we see then what that might lead to, or 
if there is a need for such a meeting. 

Questions on the same subject? 

Q. Well, sir, I have a question on one of 
the things you mentioned—the subject of 
disarray, if I may. There is a perception, 
Mr. President, that the disarray is here in 
the White House, that you have been out of 
touch, that you have had to be dragged 
back by your staff and friends on Capitol 
Hill to make realistic decisions on the 
budget. There was even a newspaper 
column saying that your Presidency is fail- 
ing. Will you address yourself to this per- 
ception? 

The President. Yes. That’s why I came in, 
to point out to you accurately where the 
disarray lies. It’s in those stories that seem 
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to be going around, because they are not 
based on fact. And I would suggest that 
some times you get some unnamed-source 
information, that any of us here in the 
White House would be willing to help you 
out by giving you an answer as to whether 
that information is correct or not. 

Q. Well, sir, specifically on the business of 
your staff—the stories that your staff and 
your friends such as Senator Laxalt have 
had to, sort of, drag you back from an eco- 
nomic game plan that was failing—was it 
your decision to make these turns that we 
hear about toward new taxes, toward per- 
haps a different approach to cutting the 
budget, and to the defense matters? 

The President. Maybe the problem is that 
what we’re doing is a little bit new to 
Washington. I said from the very beginning 
that we had a Cabinet-type government—as 
I'd had in Sacramento—that we had a Cabi- 
net that was chosen for their ability and 
their knowledge, and not because they con- 
trolled delegates at a convention or some- 
thing, and that I would seek advice and 
every kind of viewpoint in arriving at deci- 
sions. Now, we’ve been doing that. And it’s 
been working very well. And it is true that 
I ask and want to hear differing viewpoints 
on things. But then, I make the decisions. 
And this has been working very well. 

And we’ve had a very heavy agenda for 
the last few weeks. We’ve been working 
long hours on a number of things that are 
before us here. And, as I say, we had a very 
serious and a long meeting yesterday on this 
particular subject. 

But now we're getting too far away from 
the general subject. 

Q. Sir, I'd like to get back to the question 
of arms control, if I may. 

The President. Please do. 

Q. Do you think that by the time your 
first term is over—I know what your hope 
on it is—but do you really think that by the 
time your first term is over that we will 
have an arms reduction treaty with the 
Soviet Union? 

The President. 1 think it’d be unwise fe~ 
anyone, knowing the history of the some 1Y 
attempts by this country to bring about 
arms reduction and control with the Soviet 
Union in the past, to make a prediction or 
put a time limit of any kind on this. I will 
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say this: We will stay at a table negotiating 
as long as there is any chance at all of se- 
curing arms reduction, because it is the 
most important problem facing this genera- 
tion. 

Q. Sir, could you comment on reports 
that have circulated in recent days that 
sometime after the German elections, you 
might explore alternatives to your zero-zero 
option and START negotiations? 

The President. No, and here you're get- 
ting dangerously into an area that can’t be 
opened to discussion, which is the tactics of 
negotiating and the strategy of negotiating. 
If you discuss that openly, then there is no 
strategy, and you’ve tied your hands with 
regard to attaining anything. 

Q. Mr. President, you mentioned in your 
opening statement the MX missile. During 
the campaign when you ran for office, you 
repeatedly ridiculed former President 
Carter for his failed efforts to get an MX 
basing plan and get the program going. 
How has your experience been any differ- 
ent than his? And how could you say that 
your efforts have been any more successful 
than his? 

The President. Well, now, if you'll forgive 
me, my criticism mainly was, I was in great 
disagreement with his plan, not a failure to 
get it. I just did not believe—and from the 
counsel and advice that I sought and was 
able to get—I did not believe that such a 
plan was practical or that it would in any 
way result in more security for the weapons 
system. 

Q. Mr. President, a lot of the criticism— 
which you referred to earlier when we 
talked about disarray—has centered around 
the fact that perhaps you’ve overpromised 
the recovery of the economy. And much of 
‘what’s been written in recent days has cen- 
tered on that when they talked of disarray. 
And you seem to have changed your posi- 
tions by being described in articles as will- 
ing to think about taxes in the out-years if 
they’re needed to bring down the deficit. 
All of that has contributed to this. Do you 
think that’s unfair? 

The President. 1 have and will continue 
to say that there are still decisions to be 
made. We’ve made great progress with 
regard to the budget plan. I do not believe 
that philosophically I have changed at all. 
But I’m not prepared to discuss that. And 


we now have left this other subject, and we 
should get back to it. I am 

Q. I was coming back to this one, sir. 
[Laughter] 

The President. No, | think that, again, this 
has been very inaccurate—things that are 
only options being presented and in which 
there has been no decision. And, as I say, 
I’ve asked for the widest range of options, 
and then I suddenly see them announced— 
as rumored that I have made decision or I 
have decided on this or I’m willing to go 
this way or not. That is where, as I say, the 
leaks have been very inaccurate, and I just 
don’t think you should place so much confi- 
dence in them. 

Q. Well, sir, may I follow that for a 
second? Since the policy on leaks was an- 
nounced on Monday, the Secretary of 
Treasury put on record or on background 
virtually all of the tax measures that are 
being considered for the new budget. The 
Secretary of Defense said on television that 
there would be a military and civilian pay 
freeze. The details are open. And the Asso- 
ciate Attorney General revealed on the 
record your decision to veto the crime and 
one of the wilderness bills. All in all, sir, it’s 
been a very good week for leaks and for 
reporters. Does this really serve any pur- 
pose? 

The President. The difference is that you 
were able to identify every one of those 
people. They didn’t come and appear in 
your newscast or in print as an “unidenti- 
fied, high, White House source.” 

Q. But that’s where the perception of you 
seeming to change your stand, a part of it, 
comes from. 

The President. Well, I haven’t seen the 
exact words of some of those statements, 
but I would suggest that maybe they were 
trying to explain away the misstatements or 
the assumptions that had been made. 

Q. Mr. Secretary—Mr. President, excuse 
me—— 

Q. Who? 

Q. Mr. President—— 

The President. Gee, I thought for a 
minute I'd lost my job. [Laughter] 

Q. In addition to the Secretaries—Secre- 
tary Regan, Secretary Weinberger, others 
have spoken publicly—the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff spoke publicly about your defense cuts 
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and said that they would have preferred 
the cuts to be in weapon systems, not in 
pay and personnel that would actually hurt 
readiness. Doesn't this contribute to the ap- 
pearance that you have backed down on 
your defense buildup and on your commit- 
ment not to hurt the readiness? 

The President. No, there has been, as the 
Secretary admitted, that there might be 
some slight stretching out of our readiness 
preparations. But we have already achieved 
great gains in those. So, it isn’t as if we 
were starting from scratch on that. But our 
preference was not to delay or set back the 
weapons buildups that we need in order to 
close the window of vulnerability. And at 
the same time, may I say, that we think 
with our arms control talks—we’re creating 
a window of opportunity here. 

But, no, we haven’t retreated from our 
position on that. I, myself, would have pre- 
ferred to not have to make those. We’re 
facing reality with what we're going to 
present in a budget to the Congress and 
what we believe can meet our problems 
and would be acceptable to Congress. 

Q. Mr. President, we’ve been told our 
time with you is limited. On social security, 
your chief of staff has said on the record, 
now you would consider moving up the 
payroll tax increases in social security, the 
ones that have already been passed and will 
come into effect down the road. What will 
you do if the Social Security Commission by 
tomorrow does not give you any recom- 
mendations? 

The President. Well, we'll see if they're 
going to, if they’re going to plan on a few 
more days before they come to such a deci- 
sion. And we'll give them those few more 
days or whatever time this takes. 

We must resolve this problem. I know 
that some of the dispute centers on the sub- 
ject of whether increased tax revenues 
should be the answer to the some 30 years’ 
imbalance of social security or whether it 
should be made with cutting some costs in 
other areas. And that’s where they’re in dis- 
agreement. I’m not going to make a choice 
on this until I see what the entire thing is 
that they recommend. 

There have been references to this as my 
commission, a Presidential commission. Let 
me call to your attention again, that I an- 
nounced that it would be bipartisan and 
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that there were three of us that would ap- 
point. I appointed representatives. The ma- 
jority leader of the Senate appointed some. 
The Speaker of the House appointed some. 
So, it is a commission appointed by both 
sides and both the legislature and the ex- 
ecutive branch. 

Q. But if there’s no recommendation to 
you, don’t you have to move ahead with a 
plan of your own in Congress this year? 

The President. Yes. Then we will have to 
face them once again. But, again, my aim in 
all of this has been to treat with this prob- 
lem honestly and not return to the political 
furor that was created when we tried to 
bring this subject up more than a year ago, 
and when it was chosen, or some chose to 
make it a political football for political re- 
sults, and frightened the life out of a great 
many senior citizens with the thought that 
this, upon which they are so dependent, 
was going to be taken away from them. 

No one that I know in this government 
has any intention of taking away the checks 
that these people are getting. I’ve said it 
over and over again, but somehow it does 
not get as much attention as the lies that 
have been told by those who want to por- 
tray us as somehow out to destroy social 
security. 

Ms. Thomas. Thank you, Mr. President. 

The President. Helen, thank you very 
much. [Laughter] That was a pretty good 
note 

Q. Is Paul Nitze 

The President. What? 

Q. Does he have your confidence? 

The President. Who? 

Q. Paul Nitze? 

The President. Yes. Yes. 

Q. You don’t agree that your Presidency 
is failing, do you. 

The President. No, and | looked at the 
record—and as a matter of fact, I got out 
some of your, the printings, at least some of 
your group’s, this morning, about campaign 
promises that I'd made. And this was print- 
ed before I took office. And we have either 
succeeded in keeping them or have made 
an effort to keep them and still been frus- 
trated by the majority party in the House. 
But we've made a solid effort to get every 
one of these things. 
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But I would like to just leave you, now— 
no more time for no more questions—but I 
just would like to get your minds back to 
this, because I think this is so important, 
that our allies should not be—from the 
things that they read—be concerned about 
whether we're lacking in determination or 
whether we are indeed in disarray. We’re 
not. 

Q. Mr. President, are the Russians 

Mr. Speakes.' That’s all, please. We’ve got 
to stop. That’s all. When Helen says “thank 
you,” that’s it. 

Q. But Helen’s the one who then asked 
another question after she said “thank you.” 

Q. Why did you fire Mr. Rostow, Mr. 
President? 

Mr. Speakes. Andrea [Andrea Mitchell, 
NBC News], please. When he says “thank 
you,” that’s it. 

The President. It’s all been explained 
away, and it’s in here in the statement, that 
we're simply streamlining the management. 

Q. Come back and see us soon, will you? 

The President. Yes, I've enjoyed this here. 
I guess I can’t get all of you in the Oval 
Office. 

Q. Did we behave? 


Note: The President spoke at 1:35 p.m. in 
the Briefing Room at the White House. 


German-American Tricentennial 
Legislation 


Statement on Signing S.J. Res. 260 Into 
Law. January 14, 1983 





I have today signed Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 260. This Resolution designates the 
period commencing January 1, 1983 and 
ending December 31, 1983 as the Tricen- 
tennial Year of German Settlement in 
America. This welcome initiative by the 
Congress properly calls attention to the 
many valuable contributions made to our 
country by the millions of German immi- 
grants over the past three centuries by 


‘Larry Speakes, Principal Deputy Press 
Secretary to the President. 


commemorating the 300th anniversary of 
the first German settlement in America on 
October 6, 1683 at Germantown, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The Resolution also expresses Congress’ 
strong support for an important program 
being administered by the United States In- 
formation Agency, the President’s Youth 
Exchange Initiative. I strongly support this 
effort and thank the Congress for its role in 
sponsoring United States-German teenage 
exchange with the West German Bunde- 
stag. 

The Congress has my gratitude for in- 
cluding in the Resolution provisions estab- 
lishing the Presidential Commission for the 
German-American Tricentennial. This 
unique body brings together representa- 
tives of the three branches of the Federal 
Government and the private sector to plan, 
encourage, develop and coordinate the 
commemoration of this historic event and 
the importance of the United States’ rela- 
tions with the Federal Republic of Ger- 
many. I look forward to participating in its 
activities. 

The Congress’ designation of the Chief 
Justice to serve on the Commission is espe- 
cially welcome, particularly in view of his 
Germanic ancestry, and I commend his 
willingness to participate in advisory func- 
tions of it. 

I am concerned, however, by some of the 
language of section 3(b) of SJ. Res. 260, 
which can be read to require me to appoint 
as members of the Commission—without 
discretion—those persons recommended by 
the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and the President pro tempore of the 
Senate. Such a limitation would, of course, 
contravene the appointments clause of the 
Constitution and I decline to read this sec- 
tion in such a manner. I look forward to 
receiving recommendations from _ the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and the President pro tempore of the 
Senate and will select the required number 
of Commissioners from among those recom- 
mended. 


Note: As enacted, S.J. Res. 260 is Public Law 
97-472, approved January 14. 
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President’s Foreign Intelligence 
Advisory Board 





Appointment of Eugene V. Rostow as a 
Member. January 14, 1983 





The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Eugene V. Rostow to be a 
member of the President’s Foreign Intelli- 
gence Advisory Board. 

Since June 30, 1981, Mr. Rostow had 
been serving as Director of the United 
States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency. From 1976 to 1981, he was Ster- 
ling professor of law and public affairs at 
Yale University Law School. He was visiting 
professor, Balliol College, Oxford Universi- 
ty, in 1970-71. In 1966-69, Mr. Rostow was 
Under Secretary of State for Political Af- 
fairs. He was Sterling professor of law and 
public affairs at Yale University Law School 
in 1964, dean of Yale Law School in 1955- 
65, and professor of law at Yale in 1950-54. 

Mr. Rostow is currently Chairman, Execu- 
tive Committee on the Present Danger. He 
served on the Advisory Council for the 
Peace Corps in 1961 and was on the Attor- 
ney General's National Committee for the 
Study of Anti-trust Laws in 1954-55. 

Mr. Rostow was graduated from Yale Uni- 
versity (A.B., 1933; LL.B., 1937; A.M., 
1944); Cambridge University (M.A., 1959; 
LLD., 1962); Boston University (LL.D., 
1976). He is married, has three children, 
and resides in New Haven, Conn. He was 
born in Brooklyn, N.Y., on August 25, 1913. 


Meeting With the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations 

Statement by the Principal Deputy Press 
Secretary on the Meeting With Javier Pérez 
de Cuéllar de la Guerra. January 14, 1983 








The President was gratified that the Sec- 
retary General was able to accept his invita- 
tion to visit Washington following the two 
meetings they had in New York last year. 
During their 35 minutes together, the 
President and the Secretary-General held a 
most constructive discussion on a number of 
international issues. 
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The President reaffirmed his administra- 
tion’s support for the United Nations and 
his commitment to the principles underly- 
ing the organization, while noting that the 
United States differs at times with others on 
how best to carry forth the Charter’s man- 
date and that greater fiscal restraint is 
needed in the United Nations. The Presi- 
dent had particular praise for the Secretary- 
General’s superb efforts in seeking a resolu- 
tion of the Falklands/Malvinas conflict last 
year. Among other subjects discussed were 
the Middle East, including renewal of 
UNIFIL’s mandate; Afghanistan; Kampu- 
chea; Latin America; and the economic dif- 
ficulties of developing countries. 

On behalf of the American people, the 
President wished the Secretary-General 
well and pledged our continued support as 
he pursues his challenging task of helping 
to create a more peaceful world. 

Others in the meeting included the Vice 
President, Secretary Shultz, Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick, Judge Clark, Robert McFar- 
lane, Assistant Secretary of State for Inter- 
national Organizations Gregory Newell, and 
senior NSC staff member Michael Guhin. 
Undersecretary General for Political and 
General Assembly Affairs William Buffum 
accompanied the Secretary-General. 

Following the meeting with the Presi- 
dent, the Secretary-General attended a 
working lunch hosted by the Vice President 
at Blair House and is having subsequent 
meetings today with Secretary Shultz, Am- 
bassador Brock, and Secretary Regan. 


Presidential Commission on Indian 
Reservation Economies 





Executive Order 12401. January 14, 1983 





By the authority vested in me as Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, and 
in order to establish, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory Commit- 
tee Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. App. I), an 
advisory commission to promote the devel- 
opment of a strong private sector on Feder- 
ally recognized Indian reservations, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 
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Section 1. Establishment. (a) There is es- 
tablished a Presidential Commission on 
Indian Reservation Economies. 

(b) The Commission shall be composed of 
no more than nine members, who shall be 
appointed by the President from among the 
private sector, reservation tribal govern- 
ments, economic academicians, and Federal 
employees. 

(c) The President shall designate a non- 
Indian representative and an Indian repre- 
sentative to serve as cochairmen of the 
Commission. 

Sec. 2. Functions. (a) The Commission 
shall advise the President on what actions 
should be taken to develop a stronger pri- 
vate sector on Federally recognized Indian 
reservations, lessen tribal dependence on 
Federal monies and programs and reduce 
the Federal presence in Indian affairs. The 
underlying principles of this mission are the 
government-to-government relationship, 
the established Federal policy of self-deter- 
mination and the Federal trust responsibili- 
ty. ' 
(b) The Commission will focus exclusively 
on the following items, and not on new 
Federal financial assistance: 

(1) Defining the existing Federal legisla- 
tive, regulatory, and procedural obstacles to 
the creation of positive economic environ- 
ments on Indian reservations. 

(2) Identifying and recommending 
changes or other remedial actions necessary 
to remove these obstacles. 

(3) Defining the obstacles at the State, 
local and tribal government levels which 


impede both Indian and non-Indian private 


sector investments on reservations. 

(4) Identifying actions which these levels 
of government could take to rectify the 
identified problems. 

(5) Recommending ways for the private 
sector, both Indian and non-Indian, to par- 
ticipate in the development and growth of 
reservation economies, including capital for- 
mation. 

(c) The Commission should review studies 
undertaken in the last decade to obtain per- 
tinent recommendations that are directly 
related to its mission. 

(d) The Commission shall, unless sooner 
extended, submit a final report to the Presi- 
dent and to the Secretary of the Interior 
within six months after appointment of the 


last Commissioner, or by September 30, 
1983, whichever comes eariier. 

Sec. 3. Administration. (a) The heads of 
Executive agencies shall, to the extent per- 
mitted by law, provide the Commission 
with such information as may be necessary 
for the effective performance of its func- 
tions. 


(b) Members of the Commission may re- 
ceive compensation for their work on the 
Commission. While engaged in the work of 
the Commission members may be allowed 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu 
of subsistence, as authorized by law for per- 
sons serving intermittently in the govern- 
ment service (5 U.S.C. 5701-5707). 


(c) The Secretary of the Interior shall, to 
the extent permitted by law and subject to 
the availability of funds, provide the Com- 
mission with such administrative services, 
funds, facilities, staff and other support 
services as may be necessary for the effec- 
tive performance of its functions. 


(d) The Commission will meet approxi- 
mately 15 times at the call of the chairmen. 
All meetings of the Commission and all 
agenda must have prior approval of the 
chairmen. 


(e) In carrying out its responsibilities, the 
Commission is authorized to: 


(1) Conduct hearings, interviews, and re- 
views at field sites, or wherever deemed 
necessary to fulfill its duties. 


(2) Confer with Indian tribal government 
officials and members, private sector busi- 
ness officials and managers, and other par- 
ties dealing with matters pertaining to the 
Commission’s mission. 


Sec. 4. General Provisions. (a) Notwith- 
standing the provisions of any other 
Executive order, the responsibilities of the 
President under the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, as amended, except that of re- 
porting annually to the Congress, which are 
applicable to the advisory commission es- 
tablished by this Order, shall be performed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, in accord- 
ance with the guidelines and procedures es- 
tablished by the Administrator of General 
Services. 


(b) The Commission shall terminate 60 
days after it transmits its final report to the 
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President, or on December 31, 


whichever come earlier. 


1983, 


Ronald Reagan 
The White House, 
January 14, 1983. 
[Filed with the Office of the Federal Regis- 
ter, 11:41 a.m., January 17, 1983] 





Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


The following list includes the President's 
public schedule and other items of general 
interest announced by the Office of the 
Press Secretary and not included elsewhere 
in this issue. 





January 9 
The President returned to 
House from Camp David, Md. 


the White 


January 10 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—Ambassador Philip C. Habib, the Presi- 
dent’s Special Representative for the 
Middle East, the Vice President, Secre- 
tary of State George P. Shultz, Secre- 
tary of Defense Caspar W. Weinberger, 
and members of the White House staff, 
to discuss the situation in the Middle 
East; 
—the National Security Council; 
—Gov. Thomas Kean of New Jersey. 


January 11 

The President declared a major disaster 
for the State of Louisiana as a result of 
severe storms and flooding, beginning on or 
about December 19, 1982, which caused ex- 
tensive property damage. 


January 12 
The President met at the White house 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—the Cabinet Council on Economic 
Policy, to discuss employment and tax 
initiatives for education. 
The White House announced that the 
President accepted with regret the resigna- 


tion of J. Upsher Moorhead as Special Assist- 
ant to the President for Private Sector Ini- 
tiatives, which is effective January 17. Mi- 
chael P. Castine, who is a Deputy Director 
of the Office of Private Sector Initiatives, 
will serve as Acting Director until a succes- 
sor to Mr. Moorhead is named. 

The President transmitted to the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and the 
chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee a report on World Food Secu- 
rity Reserves. 


January 13 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—Mayor Jacques Chirac of Paris, France; 
—the Vice President, for lunch. 


January 14 
The President met at the White House 
with: 
—members of the White House staff; 
—the National Security Council. 





Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 





Note: No nominations were submitted to the 
Senate during the period covered by this 
issue. 








Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 





The following list contains releases of the 
Office of the Press Secretary which are not 
included in this issue. 





Released January 10 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on his meeting with the 
President to discuss the situation in the 
Middle East—by Ambassador Philip C. 





Checklist—Continued 
Released January 10—Continued 


Habib, the President’s Special Representa- 
tive for the Middle East 


Released January 11 


Advance text: 

Remarks at the annual meeting of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation in 
Dallas, Tex. 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the implementation of the 
agriculture payment-in-kind program (held 
January 10)—by Secretary of Agriculture 
John R. Block 


Fact sheet: 
Agriculture payment-in-kind program 


Released January 13 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the 1983 Information Col- 
lection Budget—by Christopher DeMuth, 
Administrator for Information and Regula- 
tory Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget 


Fact sheet: 
1983 Information Collection Budget 


Released January 14 


Fact sheet: 
Indian policy statement 





Acts Approved 
by the President 





Approved January 8 


H.R. 2475 / Public Law 97-426 

An act to modify a withdrawal of certain 
lands in Mono County, California, to facili- 
tate an exchange for certain other lands in 
Mono County, California, and for other pur- 
poses. 
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Acts Approved—Continued 

Approved January 8—Continued 

H.R. 7423 / Public Law 97-427 

An act to recognize the organization known 
as Former Members of Congress. 


H.R. 4001 / Public Law 97-428 

An act to authorize the exchange of certain 
land held in trust by the United States for 
the Navajo Tribe, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 4496 / Public Law 97-429 
Texas Band of Kickapoo Act. 


H.R. 5027 / Public Law 97-430 

An act to designate the building known as 
the United States Post Office and Court- 
house in Norfolk, Virginia, as the “Walter E. 
Hoffman United States Courthouse”. 


H.R. 4568 / Public Law 97-431 

An act to direct the Secretary of the Interi- 
or to release on behalf of the United States 
certain restrictions contained in a previous 
conveyance of land to the city of Albuquer- 
que, New Mexico, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 5456 / Public Law 97-432 

An act to amend the Plant Quarantine Act 
of August 20, 1912, as amended, to elimi- 
nate certain unnecessary regulatory re- 
quirements. 


H.R. 7316 / Public Law 97-433 
National Park System Visitor Facilities Fund 
Act. 


H.R. 5916 / Public Law 97-434 

An act to declare certain Federal lands ac- 
quired for the benefit of Indians to be held 
in trust for the Tribes of such Indians. 


H.R. 6419 / Public Law 97-435 

An act to direct the Secretary of the Interi- 
or to release certain conditions contained in 
a patent concerning certain land conveyed 
by the United States to Eastern Washington 
University. 


H.R. 6243 / Public Law 97-436 

An act to provide for the distribution of 
Warm Springs judgment funds awarded in 
docket numbered 198 before the Indian 
Claims Commission, and for other purposes. 
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Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 8—Continued 


H.R. 6519 / Public Law 97-437 

An act to amend title 5, United States 
Code, to allow student interns of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service to have access to cer- 
tain information required by such students 
in the performance of their official duties. 


H.R. 7143 / Public Law 97-438 

An act to amend the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 to extend for an additional year the 
Agricultural and Productive Credit and 
Self-Help Community Development Pro- 
grams. 


H.R. 7005 / Public Law 97-439 
Federal Seed Act Amendments of 1982. 


H.R. 7159 / Public Law 97-440 

An act to amend the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act to allow modifications of 
certain effluent limitations relating to bio- 
chemical oxygen demand and pH. 


SJ. Res. 101 / Public Law 97-441 
A joint resolution designating “National 
High School Activities Week”. 


S.J. Res. 240 / Public Law 97-442 

A joint resolution to authorize and request 
the President to designate the week of Jan- 
uary 16, 1983, through January 22, 1983, as 
“National Jaycee Week”. 


SJ. Res. 264 / Public Law 97-443 

A joint resolution to designate the week of 
March 13, 1983, through March 19, 1983, as 
“National Children and Television Week”. 


H.R. 5826 / Private Law 97-55 
An act to provide for the reinstatement and 


validation of United States oil and gas lease 
numbered W-24153. 


Approved January 11 
H.R. 5447 / Public Law 97-444 


Futures Trading Act of 1982. 
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Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 12 


HJ. Res. 459 / Public Law 97-445 

A joint resolution authorizing the President 
to proclaim May 13, 1983, as “American 
Indian Day”. 


H.R. 4566 / Public Law 97-446 

An act to reduce certain duties, to suspend 
temporarily certain duties, to extend cer- 
tain existing suspensions of duties, and for 
other purposes. 


H.R. 4491 / Public Law 97-447 
An act to exempt the United States Capitol 
Historical Society from certain taxes. 


H.R. 6056 / Public Law 97-448 
Technical Corrections Act of 1982. 


H.R. 6993 / Public Law 97-449 

An act to revise, codify, and enact without 
substantive change certain general and per- 
manent laws related to transportation as 
subtitle I and chapter 31 of subtitle II of 
title 49, United States Code, “Transporta- 
tion”. 


H.R. 5029 / Public Law 97-450 

An act to designate the Federal Building in 
Fresno, California, as the “B. F. Sisk Feder- 
al Building”. 


H.R. 5121 / Public Law 97-451 
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management 
Act of 1982. 


H.R. 7378 / Public Law 97-452 

An act to codify without substantive change 
recent laws related to money and finance 
and to improve the United States Code. 


H.R. 5002 / Public Law 97-453 
An act to improve fishery conservation and 
management. 


H.R. 7410 / Public Law 97-454 
An act to amend title 13, United States 
Code, to transfer responsibility for the quar- 
terly financial report from the Federal 
Trade Commission to the Secretary of Com- 
merce, and for other purposes. 





Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 12—Continued 


H.R. 7093 / Public Law 97-455 

An act to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 to reduce the rate of certain 
taxes paid to the Virgin Islands on Virgin 
Islands source income, to amend the Social 
Security Act to provide for a temporary 
period that payment of disability benefits 
may continue through the hearing stage of 
the appeals process, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6094 / Public Law 97-456 

An act to authorize appropriations for the 
United States International Trade Commis- 
sion, the United States Customs Service, 
and the Office of the United States Trade 
Representative for fiscal year 1983, and for 
other purposes. 


S.J. Res. 271 / Public Law 97-457 

A joint resolution to make technical correc- 
tions in certain banking and related stat- 
utes. 


H.R. 3731 / Public Law 97-458 

An act to amend the Act of October 19, 
1973 (87 Stat. 466), relating to the use or 
distribution of certain judgment funds 
awarded by the Indian Claims Commission 
or the Court of Claims. 


S. 503 / Public Law 97-459 

An act to authorize the purchase, sale, and 
exchange of lands by Indian tribes and by 
the Devils Lake Sioux Tribe of the Devils 
Lake Sioux Reservation of North Dakota 
specifically, and for other purposes. 


S. 1540 / Public Law 97-460 

An act to revise the boundaries of the Sara- 
toga National Historical Park in the State of 
New York, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 6679 / Public Law 97-461 

An act to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to assess civil penalties with respect 
to violations of certain Acts relating to the 
prevention of the introduction and dissemi- 
nation into the United States of plant pests, 
plant diseases, and livestock and poultry dis- 
eases, to increase the amount of criminal 
fines which may be imposed with respect to 
violations of such Acts, and for other pur- 
poses. 
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Acts Approved—-Continued 
Approved January 12—Continued 


H.R. 7154 / Public Law 97-462 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure Amend- 
ments Act of 1982. 


S. 2863 / Public Law 97-463 

An act to amend title 28 to provide protec- 
tion to all jurors in Federal cases to clarify 
the compensation of attorneys for jurors in 
protecting’ their employment rights, and 
authorizing the service of jury summonses 
by ordinary mail. 


S. 2273 / Public Law 97-464 

An act to amend the Earthquake Hazards 
Reduction Act of 1977 to extend authoriza- 
tions of appropriations, and for other pur- 
poses. 


S. 705 / Public Law 97-465 

An act to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to convey certain National Forest 
System lands, and for other purposes. 


H.R. 4350 / Private Law 97-56 
An act for the relief of Arthur J. Grauf. 


Approved January 13 


H.R. 5161 / Public Law 97-466 

An act to designate certain lands in the 
Monongahela National Forest, West Virgin- 
ia, as wilderness; and to designate manage- 
ment of certain lands for uses other than 
wilderness. 


Approved January 14 


H.R. 6538 / Public Law 97-467 

An act to designate the Federal Building in 
Lima, Ohio, as the “Tennyson Guyer Feder- 
al Building”. 


H.R. 3420 / Public Law 97-468 

An act making technical corrections to the 
Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968 and 
the Hazardous Liquid Pipeline Safety Act of 
1979, and for other purposes. 


HJ. Res. 635 / Public Law 97-469 

A joint resolution establishing the dates for 
submission of the Budget and Economic 
Report. 
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Acts Approved—Continued 
Approved January 14—Continued 


H.R. 7102 / Public Law 97-470 


Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker 
Protection Act. 


S. 3105 / Public Law 97-471 
An act to modify the judicial districts of 
West Virginia, and for other purposes. 


SJ. Res. 260 / Public Law 97-472 

A joint resolution to designate the period 
commencing January 1, 1983, and ending 
December 31, 1983, as the “Tricentennial 
Anniversary Year of German Settlement in 
America”. 
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